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| ESSAY 


Shall not pretend to make any 
long Diſcourſe concerning the 
Uſefulneſs of Chronology : This 
is certain and evident to all 
that underſtand any thing of 
the Matter, that the beſt Hi- 
ſtory muſt be very lame and imperfect with- 
out it; and many things may be impoſed 
upon us for undoubted Truths which are not 
ſo, if we are altogether unacquainted with 
the Series of the Times, and cannot tell the 
Order wherein 2 tranſacted. It 

ny 
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the Greeks and the Verſion of 


(2) 
is the Want of this has cauſed the Turks to 
be ſo ſhamefully put upon in the Hiſtory of 
ancient Times, as to be made believe that 
Alexander the Great was the General of So- 
lomon's Army, and Julius Ceſar the Maſter 
of his Horſe. For as Scaliger obſerves, 
Chronology is the Life and Soul of Hiſtory, 


without which Hiſtory is but a confuſed Lump, 


a mere Mola, an indigeſted Piece of Fleſh, 
without Life or Form. Upon this Account 
many great and learned Men have thought it 
worth their while to write elaborate Trea- 
tiſes on this Subject. And it is not an 

Part of my Defign or Purpoſe to find F wi + 
with, or to cavil at any Thing that has been 
done by others: But conceiving that the moſt 


Part of thoie, who for this laſt Century or the 


preceding have entered on this Work, have 
(as I think) without juſt Cauſe wholly re- 
jected the Chronology of the Greek Church, 


as not worth their taking Notice of, tho 


the whole Chriſtian Church, both Eaftern 


and Weſtern, followed this Computation till 


theſe laſt Ages, except St. Auguſtin and St. 


- Ferom, 1 have thought it convenient to com- 
poſe certain Chen 


ical Tables, from the 
Creation of the World to the Birth of our 
Saviour, according to the 4 52 of 

e Seventy, 
and have adjuſted them as near as I could to 


. * prolegom. ad Bibl. Polyg. p- 68. 
5 the 
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the Computation of the Hebrews, according 
to Ludovicus Capellus, whoſe Chronology 
ſeems to be the moſt exact and the moſt a- 
greeable to the Scriptures of any that I have 
ſeen, and I think is deſervedly preferred by 
b Biſhop Walton to all others. 

But before I enter upon this Work, it may 
be convenient to ſay ſomething in behalf of 
the Tranſlation of the Seventy, which has 
ſuffered much in its Reputation of late Years 
both with Prateſtants and Papiſts, The Pro- 
teftants being wonderfully zealous for the 
Hebrew Text, and the Papiſis (ſince the 
Council of Trent) for the Latin Vulgate, 
have both of them ſpoken ſo deſpicably of 
the Verſion of the Seventy as if it was of no 
manner of Uſe and Authority. But when 
I conſider that this Verſion, even in many 
Places where it differs from the Hebrew Text, 
contains thoſe Scriptures which our Saviour 
and his Apoſtles made uſe of and appealed to, 
I cannot have ſo low an Opinion of it. I 
ſhall give one Inſtance of this to the Engh/h 
Reader, who either has not Skill or Oppor- 
tunity to compare the Hebrew and the Sep- 
tuagint, and that is in the xivt Palm and 

d Verſe. There if he compares this Pſalm 
in his Bible, which is tranſlated from the He- 
brew, with the ſame Pſalm in his Common- 
Prayer-Book tranſlated from the Septuagint, 


D Præfat. ad Proleg. in Bibl. Polyglot. 
B 2 he 
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that there are at this Day various Readin 
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he will find that in his Common-Prayer- 


Book there are four whole Verſes more than 


are in his Bible, v/z. V. 4, 5, 6, 7. yet theſe 


_ Verſes are every one of them cited by St. Paul 


in the ſame Words, Rom. iii. 14, 15, 16, 17, 
18. And certainly St. Paul, who was excel- 
lently well {killed in the Hebrew, would not 

have cited theſe Words from the Septuagint 
in an Epiſtle which he wrote by the Direction 
and Inſpiration of the Holy Spirit, if they 

had not lain in the authentick Scriptures in 

;this very Order he quotes them, and made a 

Part of this Pſalm from whence he cites both 

what goes before and what follows after 


them. I fay not this with any Deſign to in- 


validate the Authority of the Hebrew Text, 
which undoubtedly is the moſt Authentick, 


and is to be preferred before any of the Ver- 


ſions how ancient ſoever, even as much as 
an Original exceeds the beſt Tranſlation. 
However, foraſmuch as the Hebrew Bible 
(tho' written at firſt by Men divinely inſpired 
and guided by the Holy Spirit, and therefore 
authentick in the higheſt Acceptation of that 
Word, and not faulty ſo much as in a ſingle 
Letter, yet) like other Books has been often 
tranſcribed, and the Tranſcribers not being 
infallible like the firſt Penmen, ſome Mi- 
ſtakes have been committed, ſo that we-can- 
not ſay we have one Copy now extant altoge- 
ther Res from them; and it is alſo apparent 
gs in 
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that as well as in other Books of Antiquity, 
I do not ſee it neceſſary that we ſhould in all 
Points pin our Faith upon the Authority of 
thoſe Hebrew Copies ſtill extant, fo as not to 
vary from it, tho' there be never ſo appa- 
rent Reaſon to do ſo. It is then acknow- 
ledged, and I moſt firmly believe, that thoſe 
who firſt wrote the Holy Scriptures in their 
original Language were infallible, and not 
guilty of any Miſtake in their Writing even to 
a Tittle ; but thoſe which copied from them 
were not ſo; and it is certain the Copies du- 
ring the Continuance of the Few: State were 
very numerous, vaſt Numbers of which were 
burnt and deſtroyed under the Tyranny of 
Antiochus Epipbanes, and no doubt but a great 
many alſo were loſt and periſhed with the 
City and Temple of Jeruſalem, and we have 
no Aſſurance that the few ancient Copies 
which yet remain, were in all Points more 
authentick than thoſe that are no longer ex- 
tant. We da pioully believe, that the Provi- 
dence of God 'would preſerve for the Uſe of 
bis Church ſuch a Copy as might have the 
feweſt Faults, but we have not any certain 
Aflurance of it, and there was the leſs need 
of ſuch an authentick Copy of the Original 
for the Uſe of the Chriſtian Church, after the 
Bible had been tranſlated into a more general 
and better known Tongue, as it was by the 
Seventy, and that Tranſlation had been re- 
commended to the Church by our * 
: ; an 
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and his Apoſtles, who, as I obſerved before, 
frequently made uſe of it, who cited it often 
and appealed to the Scriptures as they were 
contained in that Verſion, as I have ſhewed 
in one remarkable Inſtance, and might do in 
ſeveral others if it were needful. I would not 
however ſet the Verſion above the Original, 
far be that from any Thought of mine. But 
fince, as I obſerved, there were various Copies 
of the Original, which did differ from one 
another in ſome few Particulars, (tho' God 
be praiſed there is no material Difference in 
Matters of great Moment) and moſt of thoſe 
Copies are now loſt, and it is alſo certain 


that the Septuagint was tranſlated from a Co- 


not now extant, that Tranſlation where it 
differs from the Original now extant may be 
made uſe of to ſhew us wherein the Copy 
from whence that Verſion was made differ'd 
from thoſe which we now have: And there- 
fore to urge the Authority of the Septuagint 
in ſome Caſes, is not to prefer the Verſion to 
the Original, but only amongſt various Read- 
ings of the Original to make a Judgment 
which is the beſt, And (e as Biſhop Stilling- 
et obſerves) the whole Controverſy comes at 
laſt to this, whether it be more probable that 


the Jews, who lived under the ſecond Temple 


who then were the Truſtees to whom were com- 


mitted the Oracles of God) whom the LXX 


e Orig, Sacr. Book iii. chap. 4. §. 9. 


feb 
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follow in their Verfion, bad the true Reading, 
or the Talmudick , =p ter their — 
and Baniſhment from their Countrey, wv 

they were care by God himſelf from laing 
his People, when he broke up Houſe among 
them at the Deſtruction of Jeruſalem and the 
Temple. However, as I ſaid, I would not 
willingly deviate from the Hebrew Bibles we 
now have without apparent Reaſon ſo to do. 
It remains therefore, that I enquire if there 
be ſuch Reaſon to prefer the Chronology of 
the LXX. to that of the Hebrew which we 
now have. 

The main Difference between the Hebrew 
and the LXX, in the Point of Chronology, is 
from the Creation of the World to the Death 
of Abraham : After that Time there is very 
little, if any, Difference between them. Now 
to ſettle the Diſtance of Time (which is the 
Buſineſs of Chronology) from the Creation 
to the Flood, we have recourſe to the fifth 
Chapter of Gene/is, where we have the Ages 
of all the Patriarchs from Father to Son du- 
ring that Period. Now it is not ſo material 
as to this Point how long each of theſe Per- 
ſons lived, as what Age he was of when he 
begat his Son; for when the Son was born, 
che Vears of che Father and Son were then 
concurrent, and cannot be reckon'd as di- 
ſtinct. During this Period the LXX (as 
may be ſeen in the Chronological Table) add 
an 100 Years to the Age of moſt of theſe 

Aut * 
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Antediluvian Patriarchs, to the Years aſſign- 
ed by the Hebrew Account for their beget- 
ting their Sons, and ſubſtract an 100 Years 
from the Time they lived after the Birth of 
their Sons; ſo that altho' there be no Diffe- 
rence between them as to the Time that each 
Patriarch lived in all, yet the 100 Years that 
one has more than the other before the Birth 
of their Sons cauſes ſome hundreds of Vears 
Difference in the Chronology of this Period: 
For according to the Hebrew Account the 
Flood fell out An. Mund. 1656, and accor- 
ding to the LXX 4. M. 2262. During this 
Period nothing is recorded as memorable but 
the Age and Death of each Patriarch, the 
Wickedneſs of Cain and his Poſterity, and 
how their Daughters being married into the 
pious Race of Seth corrupted that holy Gene- 


ration alſo, ſo that the whole Earth being | 


overſpread with Wickedneſs, God was pro- 
voked to deſtroy the whole Race of Mankind, 
except Noah and his Family, by an univerſal 
Deluge. All this I muſt acknowledge might 
as well happen within the Space of 1656 
Years, which is the Hebrew Account, as in 
the Space of 2262 Years, which is the Ac- 
count of the LXX. So that for this Period I 
confeſs I ſee no Reaſon why one Computa- 
tion may not be thought as good as the other. 
Only, as I obſerved, we have the Authority 
of the Primitive Church on the Side of the 
Is But 
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But from the Flood to Abraham the Caſe 
is very different; here alſo the LXX make 
moſt of the Patriarchs to have been an hun- 
dred Years elder when they begat their Sons, 
than the Hebrew ſuppoſes them to have been, 
as may be ſeen in the Tables of this Book. 
So that whereas the Hebrew places the Birth 
of Abraham but 352 Years after the Flood, 
the LXX place it 1132 Years after that Time. 
Here I think there is apparent Reaſon to pre- 
fer the Chronology of the LX to that of the 


Hebrews. For 


I. The LXX as well in this Period as in 
that before the Flood, add an 100 Years to 
the. Age of moſt of theſe Patriarchs before 
they begat their Sons; which certainly th 
would not have done, if it had not been 15 
in the Copy from which they tranſlated: So 
that it is plain the Hebrew Copy, which they 
made uſe of, was different in this Place from 
what we now have. There being therefore 
various Readings in the Copies of the Origi- 
nal, we are to make our Judgment which 


appears to be the moſt Authentick. There- 
fore 


IT. The Original, from whence the Tran- 
ſlation of the LXX was taken, ſeems to be 
the moiſt Authentick; becauſe the Genealo- 
gy on which this Chronology very much de- 
pends, is more perfect 8 the LXX than in 


che 
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the Hebrew we have now, if there be any 
Weight in the. Authority of St. Luke, who 
tells us, Luke iii. 35, 36. that Sala was the 


Son of Cainan, which was the Son of Ar- 


phaxad; whereas our Hebrew Bibles ſay, 
Gen. x. 24. and xi. 12. that Arphaxad begat 
Salah, but the LXX in the ſame Places have 
it, Arphaxad begat Cainan and Cainan begat 
Sala, which is agreeable to St. Luke, but the 
other is not ſo. Now if St. Luke wrote as 
he was inſpired by the Holy Ghoſt, there is 
no doubt but his Genealogy mult be true, 
and conſequently that the Hebrew Copy from 
which the LXX made their Verſion muſt 
have the trueſt Reading in this Place. Beza 
indeed, out of his extravagant Zeal for the 
7 Hebrew Text, has put Cainan out of 

is Tranſlation of St. Luke's Goſpel, having 
for it the Authority of a ſingle Manuſcript. 


* But he gave this MS. to the Univerſity of 


Cambridge, where others have had the Op- 
portunity of collating it as well as himſelf: 
And Archbiſhop Uſher and Biſhop Walton, 
who both examined it, judged it to be the 
moſt faulty MS. now in being. Particularly 
in this Genealogy of St. Luke (beſides the 
leaving out Cainan, whoſe Name is in all 
the other MSS. that have been yet collated by 
the Learned) this MS. has altered the Names 
of all the Perſons between Foſeph and Salo- 
mon, and inſtead of thoſe which are in all o- 
ther Copies in St, Luke, has put in thoſe 
8 which 
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which are in St. Matthew ; which, as Biſhop 
Walton obſerves, makes its Authority of no 
Weight in this Caſe, fince it 1s plain, that 
the Writer of that MS. did, in this Place at 
leaſt, make his Alterations with Deſign. 
Since therefore St. Luke does ſo apparently 
confirm the Genealogy of the LXX, no 
doubt but that Genealogy is the trueſt; and 
if the Hebrew which we have now be faulty 
in its Genealogy for this Period, it is more 
probable that it ſhould alſo be more faulty 
in the Chronology of the other Period before 
the Flood than the LXX, 


III. The Samaritan Pentateuch, is that 
which was preſerved by the ten Tribes after 
their Separation from the Houſe of David 
and the Temple at Feruſalem, and was by 
the Prieſt which 4 Afar-haddon fetched back 
from the Captivity to inſtru the Cutheans 
in the Law of the Lord, left with that Peo- 
ple (who were afterwards called e Samaritans) 
and by them preſerved to this Time (fo that 
it is no other than another Copy of the ori- 
ginal Hebrew,) and is exactly agreeable to the 
LXX in the Chronology of this Period. But 


IV. Unleſs the Chronology of the LXX 
for this Period from the Flood to Abrabam 
be admitted, it will be a very difficult Mat- 


d Ezra iv. 2, e 2 King. xvii. 2$, 
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ter to reconcile the Scripture with it ſelf. 
For che Confuſion of Languages and Diſper- 
ſion at Bube fell out at the Birth of Peleg, 
for his Father gave him the Name Peleg on 
Account of that Diſperſion, as we learn from 
Gen. x. 25. which according to the Hebrew 
Account was but 100 Years after the Flood. 
Now it is ſcarce poſſible that from three 
Men in the Space of 100 Years, the World 
could be to peopled as it muſt have been at 
the Time of this Diſperſion. Befides accor- 


ding to this Account Noah and his three 


Sons were living at the very Time when 
this ſacrilegious Attempt was made to build 
a Tower up to Heaven, and yet no Notice 
is taken of them either as forwarding or pro- 
hibiting this Work; ſurely if they had been 
then living they could not have been uncon- 
cerned Spectators of it, and Noah a Preacher 
of Righteouſneſs, as the Scriptures call him, 
would not have failed to have preached a- 
gainſt this wicked Undertaking, had he been 
then living; and his two good Sons Sem and 
Japbet would have at leaſt proteſted againſt 
it, had they not been dead before that Time; 
and if they had done ſo, I cannot think but 
Moſes would have recorded it. We read allo, 
that in Abraham's 'Time the World was well 
ſettled under its ſeveral Kings; a very potent 


Prince 'reigned then in Egypt, and divers 


Kings ſerved Chederlaomer fourteen Years, 
and no Regard or Notice is taken of __ 
4 | 8 10 
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the undoubted King and Father of them all, 
who according to the Hebrews was (till livin 

when theſe Kingdoms were created. This 
is at leaſt very improbable. How alſo could 
the Birth of J/aac be ſo miraculous, when 
Abraham was but 100 Years old and Sarah 
go, if at that Time Sem, Arphaxad, Sala 
and Heber, their great-great-great Grandfa- 
thers were ſtill living and getting Children ? 
But if the Chronology of the LXX. be ad- 
mitted, all theſe Dithculties vaniſh. Accor- 
ding to that Account Noah and Sem, and con- 
ſequently his other two Sons, died a pretty 


while before the Birth of Peleg, and the 


Building of Babel; Arphaxad, Sala and He- 
ber, and all the long lived Patriarchs were 
dead before the Birth of Abraham; and the 
Lives of Men were contracted to about 200 
Years or leſs before he was born. I ſhall nor 
inſiſt upon the Antiquity of the Mhrian Em- 
pire, which according to the moſt common 
Accounts we have of it muſt have begun be- 
fore the Flood or immediately after, if we 
follow the Hebrew Chronology; becauſe there 
is no ſuch Certainty in the Chal/dean Chroni- 
cles as to give us juſt Cauſe to queſtion the 
Truth of any other Hiſtory merely becauſe 
it is not agreeable with them; and the ſame 
may be ſaid of Egyptian and Chineſe Antiqui- 
ties: Yet even theſe are reconcileable with 


the Chronology of the LXX. 


52 
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V. What I have here laid down is counte- 
nanced by the Authority of ſome of the grea- 
teſt Men of our own Church in the laſt Age: 
viz. f Biſhop Walton in his Prolegomena to 
the Polyglot Bible, s Biſhop Stilling fleet in his 
Origines Sacre, h Iſaac Vaſſius Canon of 
Mindſr, i and Sir Walter Rawleigh in his 
Hiſtory of the World, whoſe Words are ſo re- 
markable, that I think fit to tranſcribe them 
here. J we look over all, and do not haſtily 


ſatisfy our Underſtanding with the firſt Things 


offered, and thereby being ſatiated do flothfully 
and drowyily ff down, we ſhall find it more a- 
greeable rather to follow the Reckoning of the 
LXX, who according to ſome Editions make it 
above 1072 Nears between the Flood and Abra- 
ham, than to take away any Part of theſe 352 


' Tears given. For if we adviſedly conſider the 


State and Countenance of the World, ſuch as it 
was in Abraham's Time, yea before Abraham 
was born, we ſhall find that it were very ill 
done of us by following Opinion without the 
Guide of Reaſon, to pare the Time over deeply 


between Abraham and the Flood; becauſe in 


cutting them too near the Quick, the Reputa- 


tion of the whole Story might perchance bleed 


thereby, were not the Teſtimony of the Scrip- 
tures ſupreme, jo as no Objection can approach 


it: And that we did not follow withal the 


b De LXX In- 
Precept 


f Pag. 68. s Book iii. c. 4. F. 9. 
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Precept of St. Auguſtine, that whereſoever any 
one Place in the Scriptures may be conceived 
diſagreeing to the whole, the ſame is by Tono- 
rance of Mifinterpretation underſtood. For in 
Abraham's Time all the then known Parts of 
the World were peopled: All Regions and 
Countries had their Kings. Egypt had many 
magnificent Cities, and jo had Paleſtine and all 
bordering Countries; yea all that Part of the 
World beſides as far as India: And thoſe not 
built of Sticks, but of hewen Stones, and de- 


| fended with Walls and Rampires, which Mags 


_—_ needed a Parent of more Antiquity 
than thoſe other Men have ſuppoſed. And 
therefore where the Scriptures are plaineſt and 
beſt agreeing with Reaſon and Nature, to 
what End 
and Scruples, or draw all Things into Wonders 
and Marvels? Giving alſo ſtrength thereby to 
common Cavillers, and to thoſe Men's apiſh 
Brains, who only bend their Wits to find Im- 


| poſſibilities and Monſters in the Story of the 


World and Mankind. I cannot but ſubſcribe 


( ſays Biſhop Srilling fleet) to the Words of this 
3 udicrous Hiſtorian, and no doubt but they de- 
* /erve Conſideration, 


All theſe Things being conſidered, I hope 


it may be of ſome uſe to the World, to pre- 
2 ſent it with a Chronological Table from the 
Creation of the World to the Birth of our 
Saviour, according to the LXX, eſpecially \ 
fince I do not reject the Hebrew Chronology, 
| I 


L but 


ſhould we labour to beget Doubts 


616 


but have adjoined a Table of that to the = 
ther, ſo that the whole Scripture Story is ad- 
juſted as near as may be to both Accounts, 
and every one left to his Liberty which he 
will follow. 

Now becauſe there are various Readings of 
the LXX in this Matter of Chronology, I 
have choſen to follow Dr. Grabe's Edition of 
the Alexandrian MS. as the moſt Authentick. 
And one great Cauſe which has induced me 
to do this, is becauſe I find this Computation 
to be exactly agreeable to that of the Greek 
Church, and as I am perſuaded of the primi- 
tive Church alſo: According to which Ac- 
count, our Saviour was born towards the 
End of the Year after the Creation 5508, and 
ſo you will find in theſe Tables. 

As to the Hebrew Chronology, I have ex- 
actly followed that of Ludovicus Capellus, 
except in one Place where I ſhew my Reaſon 
for diſſent) whoſe ſacred Chronology, as it is 
12 in the Prolegomena to the Polyglet, 


have here tranſlated almoſt verbatim, it be- 


| ing certainly the beſt and moſt agreeable to 


the Scriptures of any yet extant, as will ap- 
pear evident to all that ſhall carefully obſerve 


the Reaſons which he gives at the End of 
each Chronological Table. 

J have confined my ſelf to the facred 
Chronology only, becauſe if I had run into 
1 Matters I muſt have been more vo- 


uminous than I had either Will or Leiſure 
+22 10 
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to be. However, becauſe all Chrono! 

ſince Scahger's Time has been adjuſted to 
the Julian Period, I have alſo adjuſted theſe 
Chronological Tables to that Period; where- 
by it will be very eaſy for any Body to find 
out when any Action mentioned in prophane 
Hiſtory happened. For if you conſult Hel- 
vicus, or any other Chronologer that has ad- 
juſted his Chronology to this Period, and 
then look into theſe Tables to ſee what Year 
of the World, either according to the He- 
brews or the Greeks, is concurrent with it, 
you will thereby diſcover what Patriarch 


judge or King was Contemporary with the 


Perſon you find mentioned in any prophane 
Hiſtory. 'Thus for Inſtance, would you know 
what Year of the World, according either to 
the Hebrews or Greeks, Belus the Father of 
Ninus began to reign over the Aſfſyr:ans, and 
what Patriarch was his Contemporary ? He/- 
vicus fays, that according to the eldeſt Ac- 
counts Belus began his Reign An. Per. Jul. 
2357, which by the Tables of this Book 1s 
concurrent with the Year of the World 3152 
according to the Greeks, and 1746 according 
to the Hebrews; and that he was Contempo- 
rary to the Patriarchs Heber, Reu and Serug, 
if we follow the LXX Account, or to Noah, 
Sem, Arphaxad and Sala, if we follow the 

Hebrew. 
In the Hebrew Chronology J have, as I ſaid 
before, exactly followed Ludovicus Capellus, 
D except 
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except in the Number of Years from 7oſhua's 
Diviſion of the Land to the Oppreſſion of 1/rael 
by Chuſban-riſhathaim, in which Place I add 
20 Years to his Account, for which I there 
give my Reaſon, and I hope a very ſatisfa- 
ctory one. So that whereas he makes the 
Birth of our Saviour to fall our 4. M. 4102. 
according to the Hebrews, I make it to have 
been 4. M. 4122. If therefore we ſubtract 
4122 from 5508, the Year of the World in 
which our Saviour was born, according to 
the Greeks, the Remainder will be 1386 ; 
and conſequently the firſt A. M. according to 
the Hebrews, will be concurrent with A. M. 
1387. according to the Greeks, Therefore 
A. M. 1. according to the Hebrews, being ſer 
againſt A. M. 1387 according to LXX in 
the ſame Line, there will appear a continued 
Anachromſm in the Lives and Deaths of the 
Patriarchs from Adam to Abraham; for the 
fame Patriarchs will be found to have been 
born, and to have died upon different Years 
of the Julian Period, according to the diffe- 
rent counts of the Hebrew and the LXX. 
But fron the Death of Abraham to the Birth 
of our Saviour, there will be a perfect Syn- 
chro! /m between the two Accounts: So that 
altho the Years of the World are different in 
the two Accounts, yet every Action taken 
Notice of in the Tables will be but once 
mentioned, as falling out according to both 


Accounts on the ſame Year of the 7uiran 
2 Period, 


| 


— 


LY 
* 


| The firſt Chronological TABLE, from the Creat 


A. . a 2 | 
cording to N 2 5 5 3 
| — am created the hxth Day, who aged 230 begat 
- Seth, who aged 205 begat 
85 | Enrs, who aged 190 e 5 
Cainan, who aged 170 begat 
ng. Mahalaleel, who aged 165 begat Fared. _ + 
725 | 7 = | The Julian Period begins, . 
| — 7, 35 Adam died aged 930. 
| * 165 Jared born, who aged 162 _ Ta 
| 1263 327 Enoch, who aged 165 begat Methuſelah, 
1142 | 347 [Seth died aged 912. gr 
1287 492 |Methujelah born, who aged 187 begat Lamech. 
| 1340 545 [Enos died aged gos. 
yy | 1 Lamech born, who aged 188 begat Noah. 
$f 602 Enoch tranſlated aged 365. N 
1516 721 . | 
4 35 | 740 Cainan died aged 910. 
| 5 — Noah born, who aged 500 begat Sem, Ham and Faphet. 
1690 895 | Mabalaleel died aged 895. 85 11 
1711 916 
1781 | 986 
1846 | 1051 VEE. 
. I 1 ow Jared died aged 962. 
2008 J 1213 
8 | E 
585 | : 85 Sn born, who aged 100 begat Arphaxad. 
2227 | 1432 |Lamech died aged 753. 
2256 | 1461 | Methuſelab died aged 969. 
6 6 
895 ks The Flood began. 
2263 | 1468 | The Flood ended. | 3 5 
2254 1469 Arphaxad born, who aged 135 begat 
2316 | 1521 | 
2373 1578 N . 
_ 1604 |Catnan, who aged 130 begat 
2428 | 1633 D 
2442 | 1047 
2526 | 1731 
5 | 1734 [Salab, who aged 130 begat Heber, 
2612 | 1817 | Noah died aged 950. 
2621 | 1826 2 2 5 
2659 1864 | Heber born, who aged 134 begat Lhaleg. 
881 | 
7 196 8 po d 130 begat Rev. This Year the 
o aged 1 A ea 
ad Oe: | N was built, and the Earth divided, 
Gen. x. 25. 3 
004 | Arphaxad died aged 535. 
: 950 | wo Cainan died aged 460. : 
2923 | 2128 Reu born, who aged 132 begat Serug. 
2 2149 ; 
$4, 2194 | Salah died aged 460, 2 2 2 
3037 2242 
3042 | 2247 
3043 2248 
9 2249 Sf 
8 2260 |Serug born, who aged 130 begat Naher. 
| 3079 | 2284 | 
3109 | 2314 
3132 2337 Peleg died aged 339. 
I 234 
6 2368 Heber died aged 504. 
3073 | 2379 f__ 5 | 3 
3185 | 2390 Nahor born, who aged 79 begat Terah. a 
13205 | 2410 
| 3235 | 2440 
62 | 2467 | Reudied aged 339. 
40 * 4 Terah born, who aged 130 begat Abraham. 
3382 | 2587 | 
33383 | 2588 5 
3335 | 2590 [Serug died aged 330. 
6-1-5397 
th 2599 | Abraham born, who aged 100 begat 1/aac, 
3412 | 2617 - a — 
6 ; | 
— 269 Abraham with his Father went out from Ur of the 
+ Chaldees, being 70 Years of Age. u 
6 26 Terah died in Haran aged 205, and Abraham went from 
85 3; thence into Canaan aged 75. "Pp 
3480 | 2685 | {/mael born when Abraham was aged 86. 95 
3482 | 2087 
hor died 304. 
ö = 2658 — cim and Sodom — 2 
3494 2699 Lſaac born, who aged 60 begat Jaco . 
o | 
4 | —_ Sarah died aged 127. * —— 
5 27590 ric as 40 b 
[3534 | 2739 | {/aac married Rebecca when he was 4 
| 5 47 * and Jacob born. 
3569 2774 braham died aged 175. 
ELSE 6 


Creation of the IWorld to the Death of Abraham. 


A. M. 4c | 
cording te 
the Hebr, | 


at 


| Adam created the fixth Day, who aged 130 begat 


130 [Seth, who aged 105 begat 


235 | Encs, who aged go begat 
Faphet.| 276 b 1 


325 | Cainan, who aged 70 begat : 
395 | Mahalalzel, who aged 65 begat 
460 [| Jared, who aged 162 begat 


622 Enoch, who aged 65 begat 
687 | Methuſelah, who aged 187 begat 


778 | 825 8 


874 Lanech, who aged 182 begat Noah, 


930 [Adam died aged 930. 
| 987 | Enh tranſlated aged 365. 


| 1042 |S2th died aged 912. 


1050 | Noah born, who aged 500 begat dem, Ham and faphet. 
1140 Eno died aged gogs, 


1225 |Cainan died aged g1o, 


1290 [Mabalaleel died aged 895. 


Year the] 1407 
divided, 


1558 [Sen born, who aged 100 begat Arphaxad. 


— — . 


1651 [Lamech died aged 777. 


Methuſelah died aged 969. The Flood began. 
1657 | The Flood ended. 
1658 | Arphaxad born, who aged 35 begat 


— 
N 

L1 
ov 


1093 [Salab, who aged Jo begat 
1723 | Heber, who aged 34 begat 


1757 [Peleg, who aged 30 begat 
1787 | Reu, who aged 32 begat 


— —— 


1819 |Serug, who aged 30 begat 
1849 Nabor, who aged 29 begat 


1878 [Terab, who aged 130 begat Abraham. 
1996 [Peleg died aged 239. 
1997 [Nahor died aged 148. 


2006 [Maß died aged 950. 

2008 | Abraham born, who aged 100 begat 1/aac. 

Reu died aged 239. 

2049 |Serug died aged 230. | 

7 of the] 2078 Abraham with his Father went out from Ur of the 

Chalaees, being 70 Years of Age. 

rent from] 2083 Terah died in Haran aged 205, and Abraham went from] 

| thence into Canaan aged 75. | 
2094 Iſmael born when Abraham was aged 86, Gen. xvi. 16. 

"2096 | Arpbaxad died aged 438, 


n 4 


— 


2107 | Abrahamcircumciſed, and Sodam overthrown, Gen. xvii. 24. 

| 2108 [Lac born, who aged 60 begat Jacob, Gen. xxi. 5. 

2129 [Salah died aged 433. | 

2145 Sarah died aged 127. Gen. xxiil. 1. 4 

d. 2148 Tac married Rebecca when he was aged 7e. Gen. xxv. 20. 

2158 [Cen died aged 600, 

2168 V1 and Jacob born, Gen. xxv. 26. 
braham died aged 175. Gen. xxv. 7. 4 

2187 | Heber died aged 464. Gen. xi. 16, 17. 


_ ——— 


— — — — = 
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Period, and conſequently to have preceded 
the Birth of our Saviour by the fame Num- 
ber of Years. | 


Nor Es upon the firſf TABLE. 


Capellus makes two Tables of what I here 
make but one; which indeed is very proper 
becauſe here are two great Periods compre- 
hended, from the Creation to the Flood, and 
from the Flood to Abraham. But then Ca- 
pellus does not adjuſt the Years of the World 
according to the LXX and the Hebrew toge- 
ther, ſo as to let us know what Year of the 
World according to the LXX, is concurrent 
with the Year of the World according to the 
Hebrew: Only he ſets down in difterent Co- 
lumns how many Years each Patriarch lived 
before he begat a Son, how many Years he 
lived afterwards, and how long he lived in all, 
according to the different Accounts of the 
Hebrew, the LXX and Samaritan, from 
Gen, v. and xi. But according to the Me- 
thod I have taken, I found it more conve- 
nient to put theſe two Tables into one, be- 
cauſe according to the LXX the Flood fell 
out many Years before it happened according 
to the Hebrews, If therefore I had ended 
my Table with the Flood according to the 
Compuration of the LXX, I muſt have left 
many Tranſactions which happened before 


the Flood, according to the Hebrew, for my 
> BY Wi ſecond 
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ſecond Table. Or if I had continued my 
firſt Table till the Flood happened, according 
to the Hebrew, I muſt have pur into it many 
Tranſactions which happened after the Flood 
according to the LXX, either of which I 
thought improper. Wherefore I have conti- 
nued the Tahle to the Death of Abraham, 
from which Time forward there is a per- 
tet Synchront/m between both Computations. 

This whole Chronological Table is com- 
poſed from the fifth and eleventh Chapters of 
Geneſis, until the Birth of Abraham. In 
which Chapters tlie Age and Death of each 
Patriarch is ſet down, together with the 
Time when they begat their Sons. For the 
Paſſages which happened after the Birth of 
Abraham, I have ſet down Chapter and 
Verſe in the Table, to every one of them 
not- contained in the two Chapters above- 
mentioned. 

There is a Place in this Table which de- 
ſerves Conſideration, wherein both the He- 
brew and LXX are equally concerned, and 
that is the Birth of Abraham, Gen. xi. 26. It 
is faid, Terab lived 70 Years and begat Ab. 
ram, Nabor and Haran. From whence ma- 
ny Chronologers have inferred, that Abra- 
bam was born when his Father was but 79 
Years of Age, ſuppoſing that he was the firſt- 
horn of thoſe three Sons, becauſe he is firſt- 
named. But this is no juſt Inference, for 

Ger. v. 32. Noah is ſaid to have begotten 5 
— 0 5 | ek Ro, 6h Hat 
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Ham and Japhet when he was 500 Years 
old; tho by the Chronology of Moſes before 
and after the Deluge compared together, it is 
manifeſt that Sem was not born till Noah was 
a Year or two older: And it is generally ſup- 
poſed, that Faphet was the eldeſt of Noah's 
Sons. But the Dignity of Sem, the Father 
of the Holy Seed and Church of God, is aſ- 
ſigned as the Reaſon why he is firſt named. 
And by the ſame Reaſon Abraham, who is 
ſtyled in Scriprure the Friend of God and Fa- 
ther of the Faithful, may well be put before 
his two elder Brethren. Thus 1/aac and 
Iſhmael, the Sons of Abraham; Jacob and 
Eſau the Sons of Jſaac; Moſes, Aaron and 
Miriam, the Children of Amram, are ſo far 
from being named according to the Order of 
their Birth, that they are generally ſet in a 
quite contrary Method, and only according to 
the Order of their reſpective Dignity. Be- 
ſides the Continuation of the Chronological 
Series of Years by Abrabam and not by Na- 
hor or Haran, as well as the like Chronolo- 
gical Series before by Sem and not by Japhet, 
is another, and perhaps the moſt proper Oc- 
caſion of their being named firſt. And it is 
probable that Haran, tho laſt named, was 
the Firſt- born, ſince Nahor one of his Bro- 
thers married his Daughter Milcab, and Lot 
his Son appears to have been not much youn- 
ger than Abraham. But what I think ſets 
the Matter beyond Diſpute, is that * fol- 

O 


: 
, 
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lows the mention of theſe three Sons of Te- 
rab; which is, that Terab after the Death of 
his Son Haran in Ur of the Chaldees, depar- 
ted from thence with Abraham and Lot to 

o into Canaan, and ſojourning a while in 
the Land of Haran died there, being 205 
Years old. After this, as we learn from the 
Beginning of the next Chapter, Abraham 
left Haran, and came into the Land of Ca- 
naan; and it is ſaid that Abram was ſeventy 
five Years old when he departed out of Ha- 
ran. Which being after his Father's Death, 
who died at the Age of 205, it is certain 4- 


_ braham could be no more than 75 when Te- 


rab died: Therefore ſubtracting 75 from 
205, the Remainder is 130 for the Age of 
Terah at Abraham's Birth. And ſo it is in 
the Table. | 


NoTEes pon the ſecond TABLE. 


It is not expreſſed in the Scripture how 
old Jacob was when his Father bleſſed him 
and ſent him to his Uncle Laban, nor yet at 
what Age he married and begat his Sons; 
and conſequently in whar Year of the World 
theſe Things happened, is not directly ſer 
down in any Place. However we may plain- 
ly collect what Jacob's Age was when he 
married and had Children, by this Method : 
He was 130 Years old when he went down 


into Egypt, as appears from Gen, xlvii. 9. He 
was 


n 


n . ä 


The ſecond TABLE, from Abraham 10 Exodus, o 


— m——_ 


of Egypt, and to the Death 


E 


A. M. * 
cord ing to 


LXX. 


3617 
3632 | 
3639 - 
3642 
3646 
3652 
3663 
3674 
3676 
3682 
3684 
3701 
3756 
3779 
3814 
3854 
3894 


3934 


Julian 
Period. 


2822 


2837 
2844 


2847 
2851 


2857 
2868 
2879 
2881 
2887 


2889 
2906 
2961 
2984 


19 


3059 
E. 


3139 


A. M. ac- 


cord, to the 


Hebrew. 


2231 
2246 
2252 
2256 
2260 


2266 


£3777 


2288 
2290 
2296 


2298 
2315 
2370 
2393 
2428 


2468 
2508 


2548 


— 


— — 


Iſhmael died aged 137. Gen. xxv. 17. 

Jacob fled to Laban, Gen. xxviii. when he was 78 
He marries Leah and Rachel, Gen. xxix. 21, 28. | 
Levi born, Gen. xxix. 34. when Jacob was aged 8 
Joſeph born, Gen. xxx. 22. when Jacob was aged 


— — —— 


acob returned into the Land of Canaan, Gen. xx 

o/eph ſold into Egypt aged 17. Gen. xxxvii. 2, 2 
Tſaac died aged 180. Gen. xxxv. 28, 29. 

oſeph ſtood before Pharaoh aged 30, Gen. xli. 46 
Manaſſeh and Ephraim born, Gen. xli. 50. 


Jacob went down into Egypt aged 130, Gen. xlvii 
Jacob died in Egypt aged 147, Gen. xlvii. 28. 
Joſeph died aged 110, Gen. |. 22. 

Levi died aged 137, Exad. vi. 16. 

Moſes born, Exod. ii. 2. 


«« 


He fled to Fethro, with whom he ſerved 40 Year: 


Forty Years after he returned into Egypt, and 


Acts vii. 23. 


They wandred 40 Years in the Wilderneſs, and t 


4 
* 
— 2 — 


* or the Children of 1 ſracks s coming out 
Death of Moles. 


4. 
— — 


— = — 


1e was 78 Years of Age. 

21, 28, in the eighty fifth Year of his Age. 
as aged 88. 
was aged 92. 


Gen. xxxi. aged 98. 3 
cvii. 2, 28. 


V. xli. 46. 


I, 


Gen. xlvii. 9. 
, 28, 


py 
—— 


0 2 A ii. 15. and As vii. 23. 
pt, and brought up the Children of fra?! from thence, 


1s, and then Moſes died aged 120. Deut. xxxiv. 7. 
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was born, as may be ſeen in the former Ta- 
ble, A. M. according to LXX 3554, of the 
Julian Period 2759, and A. M. according to 
the Hebrew 2168. Therefore his Deſcent 
into Egypt 130 Years after, muſt fall our 
A. M. according to LXX 3684, of the Ju- 
lian Period 2889, and A. M. according to 
the Hebrew 2298. Joſeph was at that Time 
38 Years old, for he was 3o Years old when 
he ſtood before Pharaoh, Gen. xli. 46. and 
this was eight Years after, viz. in the ſecond 
Year of the Famine: Therefore ſubtracting 
38 from 130, there remains 92 for the 
Age of Jacob when To/eph was born, Now 
if we compare Gen. xxx. 21. with Gen. xxxi. 
* 41. we fhall find that Jacob had ſerved 
* Laban 14 Years when Tojeph was born. 
* Wherefore ſubtracting 14 from ga, the Re- 
mainder is 78 for the Age of Jacob when he 
fled to Laban, viz. A.M. according to LXX 
3632, of the Julian Period 2837, and A. M. 
according to the Hebrew 2246. 

The Time when Moſes was born is thus 
collected. Moſes was 80 Years old when he 
ſpoke to Pharaoh, and brought the Children 
of Tjrae! out of Egypt, Exod. vii. 7. imme- 
diately after which the Law was delivered to 
him on Mount Sinai, Exod. xix, &c. Now 
from the Promiſe made to Abraham to the 
giving of the Law were 430 Years, Galat. iii. 
17. God alſo told Abraham, Gen. xv. 1 3. 


and Acts vu. 6. that his Seed ſhould be a 
Stranger 


(24 ) 
Stranger or Sojourner in the Land that is not 
theirs four hundred Years: Which four hun- 
dred Years muſt undoubtedly begin from the 
Birth of 1/aac, who was the firſt of the pro- 
miſed Seed, and immediately at his Birth be- 
gan to ſojourn in the Land wherein his Fa- 
ther was a Stranger. The Promiſe therefore 
which was made to Abraham in Meſopotamia 
before he dwelt in Charran, muſt be thirty 
Years before the Birth of Jaac. Wherefore 
I have placed Abrabam's going out from Ur 
of the Chaldees with his Father Terah into 
Charran, in the former Table, in the 
ſeventieth Year of his Age, viz. thirty Years 
before Jſaac was born, where it is faid they 
dwelt for ſome Time, Gen. xi. 31. being 
probably detained by Terab's Sickneſs, and 
the Infirmities of his Age, for there he died. 
And then Abraham with Lot came into Ca- 
naan when he was ſeventy five Years old, as 
has been already obſerved and proved. It is 
alſo faid Exod. xii. 40. Now the ſojourning of 
the Children of Iſrael, who dwelt in Egypt was 
our hundred and thirty Years. It is obſerva- 
ble, that this Text does not ſay, the Children 
of Iſrael ſojourned in Egypt for ſo long Time, 
but only that they dwelt ſome Time in Egypt, 
and that the whole Time they were Sojourners, 
or dwelt in a Land not their own, was four 
hundred and thirty Years. But the Verſion 
of the LXX is yet plainer, Naw the ſojourn- 
ing of the Children of Iſrael, as to the T; = 
| they 


| 
— 
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4 they ſejourned in the Lond of Egypt and the 


Land of Canaan, they and their Fathers, 
was four hundred and thirty Years. The Sa- 
maritan Pentateuch alſo has it juſt as it is in 
the LXX. Neither of theſe Readings contra- 
dict the Hebrew as we now have it, only 
they are more full and expreſs than the He- 
brew. And the Fullneſs of Expreſſion in 
theſe Readings is confirmed by the Apoſtle, 
in the Words above cited from Galat. iii. 17. 
where he plainly makes theſe four hundred 
and thirty Years to commence from the farſt 
Promiſe made ts Abraham, from which 
Time, as has been ſhewed, he began to be a 
Sojourner and left his own Countrey, to go 
into the Land of Canaan, where he ſojourned 
thirty Years before he had his promiſed Seed, 
and then he and his Seed were Sojourners 
four hundred Years longer in Canaan and 
Egypt. If therefore we count four hundred 
and thirty Years from Abraham's Departure 
out of Ur, or four hundred Years from the 
Birth of 1/aac to the Time of the Exodus, or the 
bringing forth the Children of 1/rael from E- 
Cut, we ſhall find that this Exodus happened 
A. M. according to LXX 3894, of the Fu- 
lian Period 3099, and A. M. according to the 
Hebrew 2508; conſequently that the Chil- 
dren of 1/rae! dwelt in Egypt but two hun- 
dred and ten Years. And that Moſes was 
born A. M. according to LXX 3814, of the 


Julian Period 3019, and A. M. according 
E to 
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to the Hebrew 2428, as it is ſet in this 
Table. 


NoTEs upon the third TABLE. 
The Period of Time contained in this Ta- 


ble, has very much perplexed Chronologers ; 
becauſc, tho the Succeſſion of the Judges one 
to another, and the Number of Years that 
each Oppreſſor tyrannized, be as one would 
think as plainly ſet down as can be deſired, 
as may be evident to any that conſult the 
ſeveral Texts as they are cited in the Table, 
yet the Number of Years, as their whole 
Sum 1s given us from the Exodus. to the 
Building of the Temple, 1 King. vi. 1. viz. 
four hundred and eighty Years is not re- 
concileable to the Particulars ſet down in 
the foregoing Table by above a hundred 
Years. The Chronologers, to reconcile this 
Difference, have generally put the Years of 
Oppreſſion into the Years of the Judges, 
thereby to reduce their Number to the above- 
mentioned Sum, which is by no Means 
agreeable to the Places where thoſe Paſlages 
are mentioned. For Inſtance, Judg. iii. 8. 
it it ſaid, the Children of Iſrael ſerved Chu- 
ſhan-riſhathaim eight Years, Then follows 
how Othmel delivered them, after which, 
ver. 11. it is ſaid that e Land had reſt 
| forty Tears. Now how could the Land have 
| ſuch a time of Reſt if they were oppreſſed 
| for 


— 


The third TABLE from Exodus and the De: 


Temple, and to the Deati 


— 
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A M. 4 
cording to 
LXX. 
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3935 


3940 
3941 
3961 
3969 
4009 
4027 
4107 
4127 
4167 
4174 
4214 


4217 
4240 
4262 
4280 
4286 


4293 


4303 
4311 
4351 
4371 
4411 
4451 


— — 


4491 
4495 
4502 


4531 


A. M. ac- 
cord. to the 
Hebrew. 


2549 


2554 
2555 
2575 
2583 
2623 


2641 
2721 
2741 
2781 
2788 
2828 


2831 
2854 
2876 
2894 
2900 
2907 


2917 
2925 
2965 
2985 
3025 
3065 


3105 
3109 
3116 


3145 


The Children of //rae! came into the Land 
of the Year after Moſes died, Fofh. iii. 1. 
The War with the Canaanites continued abou 
The Diviſion of the Land was made the Year 
Cuſban began to oppreſs 1/rael eight Years, 7 
Othniel began to judge 1/rae! and ſubdued Cu 
Eglon oppreſſed Iſrael 18 Years, Judg. iii. 1: 


Ehud delivered Iſrael from the Oppreſſion of 
Jabin oppreſled I/rae] 20 Years, Fudg. iv. 3. 


Tolah judged Iſrael 23 Years, Fudg. x. 1. 
Jair judged Ijrael 22 Years, Judg. x. 3. 
The Ammonites oppreſs Iſracl 18 Years, Fudg 
Jephibah delivered Iſrael and governed 6 Yea 
Thzan judged T/rael 7 Years, Judg. xii. 9. 
Elon judged 1jrae! 10 Years, Fug. xii. 11. 


Aodon judged Iſrael 8 Years, Fudg. xii. 14. 
The Philitines oppreſſed 1/rae! 40 Years. 
Sampſon began to deliver 1/rael from the Phil 
Eli judged 1/razl 40 Years, 1 Sam. iv. 18. 
Samuel and Saul governed 1/rael 40 Years, A 
Dauid reigned 40 Years, 2 Sam. v. 4, 5. 


— 


Solomon reigned 40 Years, 1 King. xi. 42. 
The Temple began to be built in the Beginning 
The Temple was finiſhed, being 7 Years in 
Solomon died, having reigned 40 Years, 1 A 
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e Death of Moſes, to the Building of ts 
Death of Solomon. 


. —_ 


1e Land of Canaan under the Conduct of Jaſbua, the Beginning 
5. iii. 1. 
med about 6 Years: So the End of that War happened in this Year. 
the Year after. For which leſs than a Year cannot well be aſſigned. 
Years, Judg. iii. 8. 
bdued Cu/han, and the Land had reſt 40 Years, Judg. iii. 10, 11, 
dg. iii. 12. 


reſſion of Eglon, and the Land had. reſt 80 Years, Fuag, iii. 30, 
ag. iv. 3. | | 

and the Land had reſt 40 Years, Judg. v. 31. 

"ears, Judg. vi. 1. 

them 40 Years, Judg. viii. 28. 
as King 3 Years, 7udg. ix. 22. 


— — — 


* 

AS 

ars, Judg. x. 8. 

ied 6 Years, Judg. xii. 7. 
xii. . 

xii. 11. 


xii. 14. 
ears. 
the Philiſtines, and judged them 20 Years, Fudg. xv. 20. 
iv. 18. 

Years, As xiii. 21. 
45 5+ 


i 42. 0 = | 
eginning of the fourth Year of Solomon, 1 King. vi. 1. and 2 Chr. iii. i. 
Years in Building, 1 King. vi. 38, 

urs, 1 Xing. xi. 42. 
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for eight Years of that time? So again, Jud. 
iv. 3. it is faid of Fabin that twenty Nears he 
mightily oppreſs'd the Children of Iſrael; and 
then after the Deliverance by Debora and Ba- 
rak, Jud. v. 51. we read that the Land had 
reſt forty Years. How could that be, if the 
twenty Years Oppreſſion took up one half 
of that time? And the like may be ſaid up- 
on all other Paſſages of this Nature, in all 
which the Years of Oppreſſion are as plain- 
ly diſtinguiſhed as may be from the Years of 
reſt; others therefore make the Oppreſſions to 
have continued no more than a few Months 
at any time, and that the meaning of eight, 
or twenty, or ſeven Years Oppreſſion is only 
that they were opprefled ſome few Months 
in the eighth, or the twentieth or the ſeventh 
Year of the Jubilee. But this is certainly a 
very forced Conſtruction, and what Ground 
is there from the Text to give this Conſtru- 
ction to the Years of Oppreſſion, more than 
to the Years of Reſt? This is plainly forcing 
a great Number of Texts to give place to 
one. Beſides St. Paul expreſly tells us, Acts 
xiii. 20. that after the Diviſion of the Land 
of Canaan to the twelve Tribes, God gave 
unto them Fudges about the Space of four hun- 
dred and fifty Nears, unto Samuel the Prophet. 
But there is no making four hundred and fif- 
ty Years, or any thing near it for the time 
of the Judges, except the Years of Oppreſ- 
lion be taken into the Account, as well as 

os E 2 the 


628) 


the Years of Reſt. For if there were four 


hundred and fifty Years from the Settlement 


of the Children of T/-ael in the Land of Ca- 
naan unto Samuel, as St. Paul expreſly ſays 
there were, there were certainly more than 
four hundred and eighty Years from Exodus, 
or the going out from Egyßt to the building of 
the Temple by Solomon. For, as appears by 
the foregoing Table, there were forty ſeven 
Years from Exodus to the Diviſion of the 
Land, forty Years more from the beginnin 

of Samuel's Government to the beginning of 
the Reign of David, and forty Years from 
thence to the beginning of Solomon's Reign, 
and three whole Years of the Reign of Solo- 
mon before the Temple began to be built, 
which make in all one hundred and thirty 
Years to be added to the four hundred and 
fifty St. Paul ſpeaks of, none of which can 
be cut off from the Account. Theſe make 
together five hundred and eighty Years from 
Exodus to the Building of the Temple. From 
whence it is manifeſt, that there muſt be a 
Miſtake in the Text, 1 Kzngs vi. 1. which 
makes it but four hundred and eighty Years 
from Exodus to the building of the Temple. 
And yet that ſingle Text is the only Ground 
our modern Chronologers have for confoun- 
ding the Years of Oppreſſion and the Years of 
Reſt, and all the Years of the Judges, and 
making a Multitude of Texts unintelligible. 
There is alſo no Queſtion, but there was an- 
1 . ciently 
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ciently à various reading of that Text, in thg 
Book of Kings, though it is not to be met 
with either in the original or any of the an- 
cient Verſions we now have. If it had not 
been fo, St. Paul would not have afferted 
what is ſo oppoſite to ir, eſpecially in a Diſ- 
courſe to the Fetus, who would not have 
let flip ſuch an Opportunity of confuting 
him, if they had then had ſuch a clear 
Text of their Side as this now is. Beſides 
Joſe phus a earned 7%. and who flouriſhed 
a little after St. Paul's Time, makes the 
Years from Exodus tothe Building of the Tem- 
ple very near the ſame with thoſe aſſigned 
for that Space in the foregoing Table, which, 
I think, he hardly would have done, if that 
Text, 1 King. vi. 1. had then determined the 
Years from Exodus to the Building of the 
Temple to be four hundred and eighty, ag 
it does now. Some other Number of Years 
ſtood there at that Time, ſome Number near 
ſix hundred, little more or leſs For 70%. 


pbus, when he ſpeaks of the Building of the 


Temple, Antiqu. lib. 8. c. 2. ſays it was 
five hundred ninety two Vears after the Chil- 
dren of J/rael came out of Egypt ; and in his 
ſecond Book againſt Apion, not far from the 
Beginning, he fays it was fix hundred and 
twelve: Which inclines me to believe that 
the Text in the Book of Kings did not then 
precnely name the Year as now, but ſaid, 
avout fix hundred Years after the * 4 
i | Iſrae 


(30 
Iſrael came out of Egypt; and then twelve 
Years more or eight Years leſs may be agree- 
able enough to it; But if the Text had then 
ſtood as it does now, Fo/ephus in one Com- 
puration had differed from it one hundred 
and twelye, and in the ather one hundred 
and thirty two Years, which I cannot think 
he would do. But if Je/ephrrs would have 
ſo differ'd from a Text in the Scriptures, 
which himſelf received as of divine Autho- 
rity, it is certain St. Paul would not; and yer, 
as it now ſtands, his Computation differs from 
it one hundred and thirty Years, but two 


Years leſs than the largeſt Computation of 


Feſepbus, From all which I conceive it is 
manifeſt, that this Text in the Book of Kings, 
which has cauſed ſo much Confuſion in the 
Chronology of the Old Teſtament during the 
Times of the Judges, has been corrupted 
by the Tranſcribers ſince the Days of St. 
Paul and Foſephus, and therefore no Streſs is 
to be laid upon it. And whoever will com- 

are the Chronology in the preceding Tables 
= Adam to the Building of the Temple, 
according to the Hebrew, with that of oſe- 


Pbus, will find but little Difference betwixt 


them. For Toſephus ſays, in the forecited 
Place of his Antiquities, that the Temple 
was built five hundred and ninety two Years 
after the Departure of the Children of 1/rae/ 

ut of Egypt, and by the foregoing Tables it 
4 ſix hundred and one, which is but _ 
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| Years difference. Then he ſays it was one 
{ thouſand and twenty Years after Abraham 
| came out of Meſopotamia into Canaan ; ac- 
| cording to theſe Tables it is one thouſand and 
twenty fix, but five Years different. From 
the Flood he ſays it was one thouſand four 
8 hundred and forty Vears; and here according 
„ do the Hebrew Account, which Jeſephus fol- 
I lows, it will be found one thouſand four 
hundred and fifty three, but thirteen Vears 
different. And from Adam he ſays it was 
three thouſand one hundred and two; and ac- 
cording to the Hebrew Account in theſe Ta- 
bles it was three thouſand one hundred and 
nine, but ſeven Years different. So that from 
the Creation of the World to the Building of 
the Temple, I have difter'd from Teo/ephus 
but ſeven Years. A very inconſiderable Dif- 
| ference in ſo long a Period. 
But I muſt not conceal another Objection 
may be made againſt lengthening this Period 
8 from Exodus to the Building of the Temple, 
1 and that 1s the long Life which muſt then be 
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— attributed to three Men in Succeſſion, Boaz, 
t Obed and FJeſſe, who muſt each of them be- 
d et a Son when he was one hundred and fifty 
e ears old or more, if we compute the Years 
8 of the Judges as I have done. But whoever 


el will look into the Abridgment of the Philgſo- 
it Pbical Tranſactions, Vol. III. pag. 306, 307. 
n and ſee the Account there given of Thomas 
rs Par, who died 1635. in the 153d Year of his 
* 8 | Age. 
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Age, and might have lived much longer if he 


w_ 


\ 


9 a7 
4.3 4 
1 
"0 
-4 
* 
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had not been brought to Court and high fed, 
will not ſee any Reaſon to think it incredible 1 


that there might be three Men ſucceeding 


one another who might live to a greater Age, 
9 


and who might alſo get Children at that Age. 


So that there is no Occaſion to ſhorten this 


Period on that Account. 
Some modern Chronologers diſliking this 


Method of confounding the Years of Reſt © 
with the Years of Oppreſſion, have tried ano- 
ther Way to reconcile this Part of the Scrip- 
ture Chronology, and to ſhorten the Time 
of the Judges, In order to which, they ſup- 

ſe that the Oppreſſions only affected ſome 
Parr of 1/rael, whilſt the others had reſt, © 


and fo there might be Oppreſſion and Reſt 


at the ſame Time: Alſo they ſuppoſe ſeveral 2? 
Judges to have been Contemporaries, one 
judging one Part of the * whilſt ano- 
pon theſe Sup- 
poſitions they tell us, that only the eaſt Parts 
were oppreſſed by 1 and when Othniel 3 
had overcome him, the Land had Reſt forty 
Years. Then thoſe eaſt Parts were again op- 
preſſed by Eglon, who being ſlain by Ehud, | 
the Land had Reſt eighty Years. But all 
the Land had not Reſt fo long according to 
them: For within five Years after this Deli- 
verance by Ehud, they ſuppoſe the weſt Parts 
of T/rael were oppreſſed by the Philiſtines 


ther judged the other Part. 


= 4 
1 A 
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twenty Years, and that at the End of thoſe 


twenty 


* 
4 


twenty Years more. 


V3 


4 twenty Years Fabin oppreſſed the north Parts 


So that they ſuppoſe 


TX forty Years of Oppreſſion to have been con- 
current with Part of theſe eighty Years of 
2X Reſt, only in different Parts of the Land. 
Z Whereas they ſuppoſe the forty Years Reſt 
under Othniel, the forty Years under Deborab 
and Barak, and the forty under Gideon, to 


have been fo many Years Reſt of the whole 


Land. Yet the Scripture makes no Diſtin- 


1 ion between the eighty Years Reſt and thoſe 


ſeveral forty Years, as if theſe were total and 


the other but partial. For the Words Judg. 
© iu. 30. the Land had Reſt fourſcore Tears, 


are as clear and as full as they are, 7 


udg. ili. 
11. or Judg. v. 3 1. where it is faid, the Land 


bad Reſt forty Years; or Judg. viii. 28. the 


Countrey was in Quietneſs forty Years. There- 
fore I can ſee no Reaſon to ſay, that the 
whole Land had Reſt for theſe three forty 
Years, and that but Part of it ſhould have 
Reſt for the eighty Years. And indeed I be- 


| lieve we ſhall hardly find any Author ſacred 


or prophane ſaying in general Terms that a 


7 Land is at Reſf, while there is War or Op- 


preſſion in any Part of it. An Invader many 
Times comes no further than the Coaſts of 
a Countrey; but whilſt he lies upon thoſe 
Coaſts and harraſſes them, we can't ſay in ge- 


I neral Terms that the Countrey is at Reſt, 


much leſs can we fay fo, when he enters far 
into the Countrey and oppreſſes a great Part 


of 


( 34 ) 


of it. Therefore I do not fee how the Scrip- 


ture can ſay that he Land had Reſt fourſcore 
Nears, if Febin oppreſſed one Part of it for 
twenty Years, and the Phi/;/tines another Part 
of it twenty Years during that Time. Then 
they ſuppoſe that Fair, Fephtha, Ibjan and 
Elon judged only North and Eaſt Tjrael, 
whilſt E/ judged South and Weſt 1/rae/, and 
that Sampſon lived under the Judicature of 
Eli, Alſo they ſuppoſe North and Eaſt ? 
rae] to have been oppreſſed by the Ammo- 
mites eighteen Years during the Judicature of 
Fair in thoſe Parts, and South and Weſt 1/- F 
rael to have been oppreſſed by the Philiſtines 
forty Years while E/: judged that Part of the ? 
Land. But that VHael was not thus oppreſſed © 
during the Time they were under the Pro- 


tection of theſe Judges, appears from Judg. 
xi. 16. where it is ſaid, the Lord raiſed up 


Judges which delivered them from the Hand © 
of thoſe that ſpoiled them. Whereas, accord- | 
ing to this Hypotheſis, there were ſeveral * 
Judges who did not deliver them at all. For 
during the whole forty Years of Elis Judica- | 
ture, the People were under an heavy and 
continued Oppreſſion of the Phiftines; and 
at the ſame Time the Part which they ſup- 
poſe to have been under Fair, was oppreſſed 
eighteen Years of the twenty two Years that 
he was their Judge. And yet the Scripture | 
repreſents Fair as one of the moſt flouriſhing 
of the Judges, who had, as we read, Judg. 

X. 4. 


: the Judges! there would be no need of ma- u 
king ſuch Suppoſitions as will not accord with A 


ture. And we have the Computation of 70 W- 29 
ſepbus to induce us to believe the Tranſcribers 


dred and eighty, 1 Kin. vi. 1. But we have 
no ſuch Teſtimony to induce us to believe 
ſuch a Miſtake has been made, Act. xiii. 20. 


Pains ſhould be taken, and the Seripture ſo 
2 wreſted to fix that Miſtake on the latter Text 
rather than the former. 


(35) 
x. 4. thirty Sons that rode on thirty Aſi-colts, 
and they had thirty Cities called Havoth-Fair, 
that is, the Villages of Jair. Coulda Judge 
that was ſubject to an oppreſſive foreign Po- 


X wer, maintain ſo numerous a Family in ſuch 
Grandure? Again, Sampſon is faid to have 
judged J/rael twenty Years, Fudg. xv. 20. 
and xvi. 31. yet according to this Chronology 

he is ſuppoſed to have lived altogether under 


the Judicature of Eli. How then could he 


4 be Judge himſelf for ſo long Time as the 


Scripture twice tells us that he was ? Theſe, 


I think, are juſt Objections againſt this Hy- 


potheſis, which is the lateſt has been inven- 
ted, to reduce the Number of Years from 


Exodus to the Building of the Temple to 
four hundred and eighty. Whereas if we 
follow St. Paul's Computation, and allow 
four hundred and fifty Years for the Time of, - - 


aue e « 


the Story of that Time as delivered in Scrip- h A 


have been miſtaken in the Number four hun- 


I cannot therefore imagine why ſo much 


F 2 I have 
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have nothing more to add with regard to 
this laſt Table, but to give my Reaſon why I 
have added twenty Years to the Table of Lu- 
dovicus Capellus, between the Diviſion of the 
Land and the Oppreſſion of Cuſban. And 
that is becauſe it appears from the Scripture 
that 7e/hua lived, and Iſrael had a conſidera- 
ble Time of Reſt after their Wars before any 
one oppreſſed them. For it is written, 70%. 
xxili. 1. And it came to paſs, a lung Time 
after that the Lord had given Reſt unto Iirael 
from all their Enemies round about, that Joſhua 
waxed old, Now it could not be faid to be 
a long Time between the Settlement of the 
Children of ael in Canaan, and Toſhua's 
waxing old, if Toſhua died immediately as 
the Children of 1/rae! had been fo ſettled, as 
Capellus in his Table ſuppoſes him to have 
done, For if To/pua died immediately as he 
had divided the Land between the Tribes, 
and Cuſſban oppreſſed them as ſoon as he died, 
Irael would nave been ſo far from enjoying 
a long Time of Reit, that they would have 
enjoyed no Reſt at all. Now it is certain that 
Tjrae! was not brought under by Cuſban, till 
they forſook the Lord and followed Baal, Judg. 
111. 7, 8. But the People ſerved the Lord all the 
Days of Joſhua, and all the Days of the Elders 
that outlived Joſhua, who had ſeen all the great 
Works of the Lord, Judg. ii. 7. Therefore 
for the Joug Time which Joſhua lived af- 
ter the Children of 1/-ael were ſettled in Ca- 


naan, 


ſp CITY 
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The fourth TABLE, from the Diviſion of 


KINOS of FUDAH. 


A. M. 44 A. M. Ac- 


* 


cord: Julian cord, to Ki 
III. den Heb ig FOES 
4532 | 3737 | 3146 Rehoboam began to reign, and reigned 17 Year 
4549 | 3754 | 3163 |4#yah reigned three Years incompleat, 1 K 
4551 | 3756 | 3165 [ reigned 41 Years, 1 Kin. xv, 9, 10. 
4553 | 3758 | 3167 
13 ; 3 
4577 | 3782 | 3191 
4578 | 3783 | 3192 
3 — 3786 | 3195 
45 3 3202 
4592 wok 3206 Tehoſaphat 25 Years, 1 Vn. xxii. 41. 
4609 | 3814 | 3223 f 
| 4610 | 3815 | 3224 
| 4616 } 3821 | 3230 Joram 8 Years-incompleat, three of which v 
| 4623 | 3828 | 3237 Aaziab 1 Year incompleat, 2 Kin. viii. 26. 
4624 | 3829 | 3238 Athaliah uſurps 6 Years, 2 Kin. xi. 13. 
4629 3834 3243 TFoaſh 40, 2 Kin. XII. T. : 
| 4651 | 3856 | 3265 
| 4565 | 3870 | 3279 h 
4666 | 3871 | 3280 Amaziah 29 Years, three with Foaſh, 2 Kin. 
4681 | 3886 | 3295 
4695 | 3900 | 3309 Interregnum 12 Years, compare 2 Kin. xiv. 3. \ 
| 4707 | 3912 | 3321 Azartiah or Uzz1a 52 Years, 2 Kin, xv. 1. 
| 4722 | 3927 | 3336 | 
4744 | 3949 | 3353 | 
4745 | 3959 | 3359 
4755s | 3960 | 3309 
| 4757 2905 3371 Jad 18 Ne 7 — 1 
8 3963 3372 ot ham 1 ears, 2 Ain. XV. 32. 
3 3972 | 3381 [Achax 16 Years, 2 Kin. xvi. 1. 7 with Jotha 
8 398 2 
Too 5 5 1 Hezekiah 29 Years, 3 with Abax, 2 Kin. xvi 
2 2 422. — "£5 WE if 
86 I 400 
36 = RN Manaſſeh 55 Years, 2 Kin. xxi. 1. 
4865 [40% | 3479 Anon 2 Years, 2 Kin. xxi. 19. 
| | 4867 4072 3481 Joſias 31 Years, 2 Kin. XXii. 1. 
4898 4103 3512 Fe hoax 3 Months, 2 Kin. xxiii. 31. 
4899 4104 3513 Fehoakim 11 Years, 2 Kin. XX1il. 36, "I 
4910 | 4115 | 3524 Jeboiachin 3 Months, 2 Kin. xxiv. 8, 
4911 | 4116 | 3525 | Zedekiah 11 Years, 2 Kin, xxiv. 18, 
4919 | 4124 | 3533 | Jeruſalem beſieged by Nebuchadneszer, and 
4921 | 4126 3535 | Taken, 2 Kin. xxv. 13 2. 
— — — — —— —̊ — 


Gon of Judah and Iſrael 25 the Captivity of Jeruſalem. 


AH. 


Kincs of /[SRAEL. 


T 17 Years, 1 Kin. xIv. 21. 
at, 1 Kin. xv. 2. 
, 10, 


Feroboam reigned 22 Years incompleat, 1 Kin, xiv, 20. 


Nadab reigned 2 Years incompleat, 1 Kin. xv. 25, 
Baaſha reigned 24 Years incompleat, 1 Xn. xv. 33. 


_— 


Elah reigned 2 Years incompleat, 1 Lin. xvi. 8, 

Zimri 7 Days, Omri with Tibui 3 Years. 

Omri alone 12 Years, 1 Kin. xvi. (xvi. 29. 
Ahab 22 Years incompleat, 5 of which with Omr:, 1 Kin. 


(2 Kin. viii. 16. 
which with his Father, 
Vil. 26. 

I's. 


„ 2 Kin, xiv. 1. 


. xiv. 3. With 2 Kin. xv. i. 
XV. 1. 


— 


_ 


ith Jotham. 


2 Kin. xviil. 1. 


| 


|Pekah 20 Years, 2 Kin. xv. 27. 


Abaziah 2 Years incompleat, 1 N. XXII. 51. 
Joram 12 Years. 


Fehbu 28 Years, 2 Kin. x. 36. 


Jehoabaꝝ 17 Years, 2 Kin. xlli. 1. 
Joaſb 16 Years, 3 with Fehoahaz, 2 Kin. Xiii. 10. 


Feroboam 41, 2 Kin. xiv. 23. 


An Interregnum of 22 Years. 

Zachariab 6 Months, Shallum 1 Month, 2 Nu. xv. 8. 
Menahem 10 Years, 2 King. xv. 17. 

Petabiab 2 Years, 2 King. xv. 23. 


— ——  -_-— — 


Hoſea 9 Years incompleat, 2 Kin. xvii. 6. 


Salmaneſer beſieged Samaria, 2 Kin. xviil. . 


* „ 


Samaria taken and carried Captive, 2 Kin. xvlli. 10. 
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naan, and for the Time of the Elders which 
outlived him, I think we cannot aſſign leſs 
than twenty Years. Sir Walter Raleigh in 
his Hiſtory (Book I. chap. 6. F. 8. pag. 277.) 
obſerves, that © The Time of Jeſbua's Rule 
« is not expreſſed in Scripture, which cauſ- 
« eth divers to conjecture diverſely of the 
“ Continuance. Joſepbus gives him twent 
« five Years: Sedar Ollam Rabbi, the Au- 
<« thors of the Hebrew Chronology, twenty 
« eight: Maſſius twenty fix : Maimonius, ci- 
e ted by Maſſius, fourteen: Fohannes Luci- 
Aus ſeventeen: Cajetanus ten: Euſebius and 
« St. Auguſtin twenty ſeven : Melancthon 
« thirty two: Codomon twenty five.” My 
Conjecture is therefore agreeable to Euſebius 
and St. Auguſtine, For I have here allowed 
ſeven Years under his Rule for the Conqueſt 
of the Land, and Diviſion of it between the 
Tribes, and twenty more for a Time of Reſt 
during his Life, and the Lives of the Elders 
which outlived him. Leſs than that, I think, 
cannot well be called a long Time of Reſt for 
a Nation after its firſt Settlement. 


NoTzrs on the fourth TABLE. 


Though the Time that every King reign- 
ed is fer down very expreſſly in Scripture, 
during this whole Period, yet when we com- 
pare the Reigns of the Kings of Judah with 
thoſe of the Kings of 1/rae/ contemporary 
with them; and fo on the other Hand, if you 
"ot | compare 


(33) 

compare the Reigns of the Kings of Ijraef 
with thoſe of the Kings of Judah their Con- 
temporaries, there ariſe Difficulties which are 
not to be folved without ſometimes ſuppoſing 
that the Sons were crowned in the Life of 
their Fathers, and reigned jointly with them, 
and alſo admitting that there- was an Inter- 
regnum of twelve Years in the Kingdom of 
Judah, and of twenty two Years in the King- 
dom of 1/rae/: And likewiſe that divers of 
them did not reign ſo many Years complear 
as are ſet down for the Time they are ſaid to 
have reigned, but died in the Beginning of 
their laſt Year. Thus it is ſaid, 1 Kin. xv. 2. 
that Ab:jeh the Son of Rehoboam reigned three 
Years; but it is evident he could not reign 
three Years compleat, becauſe it is alſo ſaid, 
that he began to reign in the eighteenth Year 
of Jeroboam, and that his Son Aſa began to 
reign in the twentieth Year of Feroboam : So 
that he could reign but two Years compleat, 
and Part of the third. Again Nadab the Son 
ef Feroboam is ſaid, 1 Kin. xv. 25. to have 
reigned two Years. But as it is alſo ſaid, that 
he began to reign in the ſecond Vear of Aſa, 
and that Baaſha flew him in the third Year 
of A/a, he could reign but little more than 
one Year. And by the fame Method of com- 
paring the Year 1 any King with that of his 
Contemporary or Contemporaries, and com- 

uting in what Year of his Contemporary he 
2 — to reign, and in what Year of his Con- 


temporary 
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temporary he died, an eaſy Judgment may br 
made whether the laſt Year of his Reign was 
compleated or only begun, and ſuch whoſe 
laſt Year was incompleat are noted in the 
Table. 

So as to the Father and Son's reigning to- 
gether, it appears that Ahab muſt reign ſome 
time, together with his Father Omr:; for 
though it be ſaid, Zimri flew Elab in the 
27th Year of Aſa, and reigned but ſeven 
Days, 1 Kings xvi. 15. and that Omri was 
immediately made King by the Army; yet it 
is ſaid, V. 23. In the thirty and firſt Near of 
Aſa King of Judah, began Omri to reign o- 
ver Ifrael twelve Years. By which it ap- 
pears that the twelve Years Omri is here 
ſaid to have reigned, are not to be computed 
from the Death of Elab and the Army's 
proclaiming him King about the End of 
the twenty ſeventh Year of A/a, but from 
the Death of his Competitor Tihni, three 
Years after; that is, the Beginning of the 
thirty firſt Year of A/a, from which time 
it is ſaid he reigned twelve Years, From 
whence it appears, that Omri lived and 
reigned to the firſt Year of Teho/aphat 
the Son of A/a; for Aja reigned forty one 
Years, therefore from the thirty firſt of A 
/a to the firſt of Fehbo/aphat, are but twelve 
Years incluſive. Yet V. 29. it is ſaid that 
in the thirty eighth Year of A/a King of 
Judah, began Ahab the Son of Omri to reign 
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over 1/rael. From whence it follows, that | 
he reigned four or five Years together with | 
his Father. And it is probable, that Omr; | 
having before his Eyes the Fate of Nadab 
and Elab the Sons of Feroboam and Baaſha, | 
who not ſucceeding till their Fathers Deaths | 
were cut off, while they were yet hardly | 
warm in their Thrones, made his Son his 
Partner in the Kingdom with him, that 
he might be ſo firmly eſtabliſhed in the Throne 
before his own Death, that it ſhould be no 
eaſy Matter to form a Party againſt him to 
cut him off as the other two had been. So 
in the Kingdom of Judah it is faid, 1 Kin. 


xvii. 41. Fehoſaphat the Son of A/a began to 


reign over Judah in the fourth Year of A- | 
hab King of 1/rae!, and he reigned twenty | 


five Years. And it is ſaid, 1 Kings xvi. 29. 
that Ahab reigned twenty two Years; there- 


fore Ahab died in the eighteenth Year of | 


TFehojaphat, that is ſeven Years before Jeho- 
ſaphat's Death; yet it is ſaid, 1 Kings xxii. 
51. Ahaziah the Son of Ahab began to reign 
over 1jrael in the ſeventeenth Year of Jebo- 
ſapbat, that is a Year before his Father's 


Death, and reigned two Years, that is one 


Year or little more with his Father, and a 
ſhort time after him; for his Brother, 2 Kin. 
iii. 1. Jeboram the Son of Abab began to 
reign over 1/rael in the eighteenth Year of 
Nec ſo that Abaziab and his Father 
died within the Year, the Father pro- 
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bably at the Beginning of the Year, and the 
Son towards the End of it; for it 1s certain, 
Abaziah outlived his Father and reigned 
alone ſome Time: We may therefore ſay, 
that the firſt Year of Joram the Son of A. 
hab was concurrent with the nineteenth 
of Feboſaphat; then the fifth Year of Joram 
mult be concurrent with the twenty third of 
Fehoſaphat, and then 2 Kings viii. 16. Feho- 
ram the Son of Teho/aphat began to reign 
Co-partner with his Father, as is there ex- 
preſly faid : For it is written, In the fifth 
Year of Joram the Son of Ahab King of I 
rael, Jehoſaphat BEING THEN KING oF Ju- 
dah, Jehoram the Son of Jehoſfaphat, King 
of Judah began to reign. And as Tehoſaphat 
reigned twenty five Years, and as his Son be- 
gan to reign with him in his twenty third 
Year, it is evident they were Co-partners in 
the Kingdom three Years. It is probable, that 
TFehoſaphat having entred into ſtrict Alliance 
with the Houſe of Ahab, and his Son hav- 
ing married a Daughter of Omr:, was wrought 
upon by the Artifices of his Daughter-in- 
Law Athaliah, (a politick ambitious Wo- 
man) to make his Son King in his own Life- 
time, as Omri and Ahab had done. Sir Wal- 
ter Raleigh, in his Hiſtory of the World, 
ſhews that Teho/aphat made his Son Fehoram 
Co-partner with himſelf in his Kingdom twice, 
once in the ſeventeenth Year of his Reign, 
when Ahab made his Son Ahaziah King, at 
G the 
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the Time when they were both preparing for 
a War with the Syr:2ns; and therefore it is 
ſaid, 1 Kings i. 17. Jeboram King of 1/rael | 
reigned inſtead of his Brother Abaziah, in 
the ſecond Year of the Reign of Jeboram 
King of Judah. But for ſome Miſbehaviour 
Fehoſaphat ſaw it neceſſary to reduce him a- 

gain to the Condition of a Subject; however 
he afterwards made him his Co-partner again, 
and ſo he continued to his Death. And 
indeed there is no other Way of reconciling, * 
the two Texts, the one of which ſays that 
Fehoram King of 1/rael reigned inſtead of 
his Brother, in the ſecond Year of Jehoram 
King of Judah; and the other, which ſays 
that Fehoram King of Judah began to reign | 
in the fifth Year of Jehoram King of Tjra- | 
el. And when ſuch a Precedent was ſet in 
both Kingdoms, of taking the Son into a Co- 
partnerſhip with the Father, it is not to be 
wondered at, that it ſhould be followed as 
well in theſe Kingdoms, as it was afterwards | 
in the Roman Empire. ti 
As to the Interregnum in the Kingdom of 
Judah, it appears from hence; Feroboam the 7, 
ſecond is ſaid 2 Kings xiv. 23. to have be- ti 
gun his Reign in the fifteenth Vear of Ama- 2 
ziab King of Judab, and in the ſecond Verſe fc 
of that Chapter, Amazzah is ſaid to have 4. 
reigned twenty nine Years; therefore Ama- ro 
21ah died in the fifteenth Year of Jeroboam bo 
King of 1/ae/. And it is ſaid, V. 2 1 2 
8 at 
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that Chapter, that a// the People off Judah 
took Azarlah and made him King inſtead of 
his Father Amaziah. Conſequently Azar:- 
ah was the next that ſucceeded Amaziab, and 
was but ſixteen Years old when he was made 
King: Yet it is faid, 2 Kings xv. I. In the 
twenty ſev-nth Year of Jeroboam King of It- 
rael, began Azariah, Son of Amaziah King of 
Judah 79 reign; ſo that from the Death of 
Amaziah in the fifteenth Year of Jeroboam 
King of 1/racl to the twenty ſeventh Year of 
the ſame TJeroboam, that is for twelve Years 

Space there was no King in Fudah. It ap- 

pears from hence, that Azariah called allo 

Uzziah, was but about four Years old when 

his Father was murdered, and being ſo young, 

the Conſpirators, who were ſo powerful as 

not only to drive his Father from his Capi- 

tal City Jeruſalem, but from thence to pur- 

{ue him to Lachi/h, and to ſlay him there, 

may very well be ſuppoſed ſtrong enough to 

keep him from getting Poſſeſſion of the Crown, 

till he was ſixteen Vears of Age. 

The Interregnum in the Kingdom of I 
rael happened at the Death of the foremen- 
tioned Feroboam. For it is faid, 2 Kings xiv. 
23. Feroboam reigned forty one Years. There- 


fore as the Reign of Azariah King of Ju- 


dah began in the twenty ſeventh Year of Fe- 
roboam King of Iſrael, the Death of Jero- 


7 50am muſt be in the fourteenth Year of A. 
2 zariah, and yet his Son Zachariab did not 
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reign till the thirty eighth Year of Azariah 
King of Judah, 2 Kings xv. 8. Sir Walter 
Raleigh ſays, that after the Death of Tero- 
boam, © probable it is, that the Captains of 
„the Army, (who afterward flew one ano- 
« ther ſo faſt, that in fourteen Years there 
« reigned five Kings) did now, by headſtrong 
Violence, rend that Kingdom aſunder, hold- 
ing each what he could, and either deſpi- 
* {ing or hating ſome Qualities in Zachari- 
« ah, until after many Years wearied with 
* Diſſenſion, and the Principal of them per- 
e haps being taken out of the Way by Death, 
* for want of any other eminent Man, they 
% conſented to yield all quietly to the Son of 
* Teroboam . He alſo obſerves that the Pro- 
phecy 2 Kings x. 30. having determined 
* that Race in the fourth Generation. Ze- 
chariab being the fifth, including Tehu 
himſelf, this might be ſome Cauſe impeach- 
ing his orderly Succeſſion, and might after- 
wards encourage Shallum to murder him, 
though it was no Warrant for him to do 
fo. 

Theſe ſeeming to be all the Difficulties 
occurring in the Chronology of this Period, 
having thus accounted for them, I ſhould 
proceed to the next, in which the Scripture 
gives but little Aſſiſtance. But whereas Dr. 
Prideaux in his two Volumes of the Conne- 
nection o/ the Hiſtory of the Old and New Teſta- 
ment, has at the End of each Volume, placed a 
Chrono- 
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Chronological Table, compiled with great 
Care and Judgment, and has by his Hiſtory 
roved this Table to have been drawn u 
faithfully and judiciouſly, and which he has 
adapted to the Years of the Julian Period, 
as I have here done the Years of the World 
both according to the LXX and the He- 
brew, I ſhall not trouble myſelf actum a- 
gere, but ſhall only adjuſt the Years of the 
World according both to the LXX and the 
Hebrew, to each Century of the Years of 
the Julian Period in Dr. Prideaux's Table, 
from the Concluſion of my laſt Table to the 
vulgar Ara of the Birth of Chriſt. Now 
according to the laſt preceding Table Feru- 
ſalem was taken in the Year of the Julian 
Period 4126. And ſo it is in the learned Dr. 
Prideaux's Table. Therefore the Julian Pe- 
riod being ſet down for every Century of 
that Period according to his Table, the 
Years of the World both according to the 
LXX and the Hebrew, will fall in with 
it exactly agreeable to the preceding Calcu- 

lations. 


It is to be noted, that the Greek Compu- 
tation which I have here ſet down according 
to the Chronology of the Septuagint is ſtill uſed 
by the Chriſtians of Conſtantinople and Alexan- 
aria, and indeed by the whole Eaftern Church 


k See Strauch. Brev. Chron. lib. iii. Cap. 4. $. 1. 2. 
among 
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among thoſe who are called the Orthodox, and 
hold Communion with the orthodox Patri- 
archs of thoſe great Churches, and by the Mu/- 
covites who are alſo of the ſame Communion; 
and that they uſe it not only to ſhew the ſo- 
lemn Feſtivals of their Church but in their 
Trades and common Affairs, ſo that as we ſay 
commonly this is the Year 1723; they in the 
ſame manner ſay, this is the Year 7231 m. 
They have alſo adapted three Cycles of the 
Sun, Moon and Indiction to theſe Years of 
the World by which they compute, ſo that 
dividing the Year of the World by 28, 19, or 
15, the Remainder gives the current Year of 
any of thoſe Cycles according to their Ac- 
count in the ſame manner as dividing the 
Tulian Period by any of thoſe Cycles does it 
in our Account. 

n Scaliger therefore ſuppoſes the Conſtan- 
tinopolitan Computation was a Period merely 
artificial, (like the Julian Period, which he 

ubliſhed as his own Invention, though it 
1d been invented long before o by Robert 
Lotharing Biſhop of Hereford, A. D. 1085. 
in the Reign of William the Conqueror) and 
the unlearned that followed fancied that it 
was derived from the Creation of the World, 
with the ſame Unſkilfulneſs as the Jews do 


| See Put's Atlas, Vol. 1, pag. 37. m See Blafay. 
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their Reckoning p, whoſe Computation he 
ſuppoſes to have been originally an artificial 
Period, though I don't find he could diſcover 
for what purpoſe it was framed. But I am 
not concerned for the Few:/h Computation 
whatever it is, however I think it is evident 
from theſe Tables that the Conflantinopolitan 
Computation is not artificial like the Julian 
Period, but a fair Chronology of the Years 
of the World according to the Verſion of the 
Septuagint, which they follow. And that this 
Computation ſhould make a Julian Period, 


or that every Year of the World, according 


to this Account, being divided by 28, 19, or 
15, ſhould leave for a Remainder the cur- 
rent Year of each of theſe Cycles, does not 
appear to have ariſen from the Multiplication 
of thoſe Cycles together, and noting the Time 
when they muſt all begin together, as the 
Julian Period which we follow has been 
found, which is therefore purely artificial; but 
ſeems rather to have come from the Altera- 
tion of the current Vears of thoſe Cycles, by 
which Means they might fix their Beginning 
where they pleaſed, and accordingly they 
thought it moſt convenient to fix them at the 
firſt Vear of the Creation according to the 
Account they followed. 

Thus for Inſtance, if any Perſon having 
Authority to ſettle or alter either the Civil 


p See Strauch, lib. iv. cap. . §. 5. 
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or Eccleſiaſtical Year, ſhould be diſpoſed to 
make a Julian Period, that ſhould begin 
with the Year of our Lord, it might caſily 
be done; for whereas we ſay now that 
twenty four is the Cycle of the Sun, four- 
teen of the Moon, and one of Indiction for 
this preſent Year 1723, by which Means 
our Julian Period muſt begin fix thouſand 
four hundred thirty fix Years paſt as in the 
Tables here, and as Robert Lothering and Fo- 
fepb Scaliger here fixed it; ſo if it was or- 
dered that the Cycle of the Sun ſhould this 
Year be called fifteen, the Cycle of the 
Moon thirteen, and the Cycle of Indiction 
thirteen; we ſhould have a Julian Period 
beginning exactly with the Year of our Lord, 
and thoſe Numbers might eafily be placed 
to fit our Paſchal Tables as well as the other, 
And this ſeems to be what the Conſtantinopo- 
litans and Alexandrians have done. They did 
not frame an artificial Period of theſe three 
Cycles, as Scaliger ſuppoſes ; but they adap- 
ted the three Cycles to their Computation 
of the Year of the World, in ſuch Manner 
as I have ſhewed they may be adapted to 
the Year of our Lord or any other Epocha : 
And therefore their Cycles of the Sun and 
Moon are different from ours, though their In- 
diction is the ſame, which laſt might happen 
ſo by Accident rather than Deſign. For 
whereas this Vear our Cycle of the Sun is 
twenty four, and our Cycle of the Moon 
fourteen 
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fourteen: Their Cycle of the Sun is ſeven, 
and their Cycle of the Moon eleven. And 
their Cycles differ in the ſame Manner from 
ours, every Year; ſo that though their Year 
of the World be indeed a Julian Period, the 
three Cycles being adjuſted to it, yet it has 
not an imaginary Beginning like ours, which 
is wholly framed from the Cycles them- 
ſelves, and begins (according to the Opinion 
of thoſe that framed it) before the Creation 
of the World. 

Another Argument which may convince us 
that this Computation of the Greek Church 
was originally drawn up as a real and true 
Chronology from the Creation of the World; 
and not framed for an artificial Period, as 
Scaliger ſuppoſes, 1s, that it differs but one 
Year from the Chronology of Theophilus the 
ſixth Biſhop of Antioch after St. Peter; and 
who was promoted to that See A. D. 168. 
For though Ricciolus, and from him Strauchius 
and other Chronologers ſay, that Theophilus 
makes five thouſand five hundred and fifteen 
Years between the Creation and the Birth of 
our Lord; yet Biſhop Fell, in his Edition 
of that Father's Book to Autolychus thews, 
that there are but five thouſand five hun- 
dred and ſeven Years Diſtance, according to 
his Computation, which as has been ſaid 
differs but one Year from the preſent Con- 
ſtantinopolitan and Alexandrian Computati- 
on. Now Theophilus writing to convince an 

H Heathen 
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Heathen of the Antiquity of the Chriftian 
Religion, would not pretend to do it by an 
artificial Period, but by a real and true Chro- 
nology. Beſides the Cycle of the Sun, and 
of the Indiction, without which ſuch a Pe- 
riod as Scaliger ſuppoſes could not be fra- 
med, were not in Uſe till many Years after 
the Time that Theophilus lived, fo that he 
could have no Thoughts of any ſuch arti- 
ficial Period. From which I think it may 
be concluded, as well as from the preceding 
Tables, that thoſe who firſt ſettled that Com- 
13 now uſed at Conſtantinople and A. 
exandria, and over all the Eaſtern Orthodox 
Church, did not deſign it for an artificial 
Period, like the Julian Period which we ule, 
but did really believe it to be the true Chro- 
nology of the Age of the World according 
to the Septuagint, as I have here, I truſt, 
proved it to be. 

I acknowledge that in the Proof of this, I 
have made the Age of the World one hun- 
dred and eighteen Years more, according to 
the Hebrew Account, than Biſhop Lloyd has 
done in that Chronology which has of late 
been bound up with many of our Eng/i/h 
Bibles. For he there makes our Saviour to 
have been born according to the vulgar Æra 
in-the Year of the World four thouſand and 
four ; whereas, according to theſe Tables, it 
was in the Year four thouſand one hundred 
and twenty two: I having made one _ 
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dred and twenty Vears more between the 
Exodus or Departure of the Children of 1/- 
rael out of Egypt, and the building Solomon's 
Temple, than he has done; as rather chu- 
ſing to follow St. Paul Acts xiii. 20. and the 
ſeveral plain Texts in the Book of Judges, 
than that ſingle Text 1 Kings vi. 1. which 
he and other modern Chronologers have been 
guided by: and for which I have given my 
Reaſons in the proper Place. The Difference 
of two Years where theſe Tables fall ſhort 
of his, either before the Exodus or after the 
Building of the Temple, is ſo ſmall, that I 
have not thought it worth enquiring in what 
Place it has happened. 

But the chief Deſign of this Eſſay was 
to vindicate the Chronology uſed in the 
Greek Church, and to draw up Tables exact- 
ly agreeable to it, from whence it might ap- 

ar, that their Computation of the Year of 
the World ſtands upon a good Foundation 
and is not to be rejected, as what is not to 
be reconciled to the Scripture Hiſtory, as 
ſome have repreſented it, but has as fair a 
Claim to Truth as any other Computation, 
neither can I find that any thing of this 


Kind has been attempted before in Eugliſb, 


or indeed by any modern Chronologer, at leaſt 
in theſe Veſtern Parts. Indeed Mr. Marſhal 
in his Chronological Tables, which he prin- 
ted by Subſcription 1712, does pretend to 
give us the Age of the World according to 
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the LXX, but he makes it to have been 
but five thouſand two hundred and fixty 
Years, according to that Account, from the 
Creation to the vulgar Ara of Chriſt's Birth, 
which is two hundred and forty eight Years 


ſhort of the Conſtantinopolitan Computation. 


For as he leaves out Cainan the Son of Ar- 


phaxad, he differs from the preceding Tables 


one hundred and thirty Years between the 
Flood and the Birth of Abraham, and as he has 
followed Archbiſhop Uſher and Biſhop Lloyd, 
he differs from them one hundred and eigh- 
teen Years more (as has been before obſerved) 
which makes in all two hundred and forty 
eight Years. But whether the Chronol 
which he has followed, or that which I have 
followed, has the beſt Reaſon to ſupport it, 
is ſubmitted to the Reader's Judgment. 
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AND WHETHER 


N | 
| The Primititive LANGUAGE be 
; any where remaining. 


FFH Man had the Uſe of Speech 

N 75 = as ſoon as he was created, and a 
8 575 Language in which to expreſs the 

| =" Sentiments of his Mind, conſequent- 

F ly, that God indued him with this Speech or 
Language at the Time that he breathed into 
him the Breath of Life, is evident from the 
Hiſtory 
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Hiſtory of the Creation as delivered by Mo- 
fes. For Adam in the Day that he was crea- 
ted, before his firſt Sleep, or that Eve was 


formed out of his Rib, gave a Name to every 


Beaſt of the Earth and to every Fowl of the 
Air: q And And whatſoever Adam called every 


living Creature, that was the Name thereof. 
So that no one who knows and believes the 


holy Scripture can doubt of Man's having the 
Uſe of Speech, or his being inſpired with the 


Gift of a Language from the very Time that 


he was firſt created : I fay inſpired with the 
Gift of a Language, becauſe an articulate 
Speech or Language by which the Sentiments 


of the Mind are expreſſed betwixt one Man 


and another, and by which one Man diſco- 
vers his Thoughts to another, is not natural 
but acquired: as we may be ſatisfied from 
thoſe who are born deaf; who though they 
have the ſame Reaſon and Underſtanding 
with other Men, and diſcover that Reaſon by 
their other Actions, and ſtudy to make them- 
ſelves underſtood by Signs, yet can form no 
articulate Speech, or make themſelves to be 
underſtood by Words: Which yet they cer- 
tainly would do, at leaſt ſome of them, if a- 


ny Speech or Language was as natural to 


Man as Reaſon is. Beſides, if there was a 
natural Language in Man, or any other bur 
what is acquired by Uſe and Cuſtom derived 
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from thoſe whom we hear to ſpeak before 
us, all Men would ſpeak that Language, and 
we might underſtand each others Speech from 
one End of the World unto the other. For 
if it was natural no Man could fail to ſpeak 
it, neither could any one loſe it by dif- 
uſe. 
Ic is true, when a Language is formed, it is 
ealy to add new Words to it ; but then theſe 
Words proceed not from Nature, but from 
Inſtitution and Uſe. No one will naturall 
know the Meaning of thoſe new Words till 
they are taught. Thus indeed it is poſſible 
ro frame a new Language, .and indeed all the 
living Languages now in the World, or at 
leaſt rhe greateſt _ of them have been 
framed anew by this and other Means ; fo 
that if our Anceſtors who lived ſome hun- 
dred Years ago, were now to riſe from the 
Dead, and to ſpeak the Language which 


they ſpake in their own Times, we ſhould 


not underſtand them or they us. Howe- 
ver, to frame or to alter a Language muſt 
be a Work of Time, and therefore as Adam 
had a Language immediately as he was crea- 
ted, he muſt be inſpired with it; for one 
Day, or rather a few Hours of a Day, could 
not be ſufficient for him to frame a Language 
for himſelf. And indeed though Men are 
born with all the Organs proper for Speech, 
yet till they have heard articulate Sounds they 
know not how to frame ſuch Sounds of them- 


ſelves, 
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ſelves, as we may ſee in Men born deaf. 
For if Nature taught Men to form ſuch 
Sounds, then thoſe that were born deaf, would 
when they came to the Uſe of Reaſon form 
Words by which to expreſs their Minds : 
Therefore as we have no Inſtance that any 
Perſon born deaf ever did frame Words for 
himſelf, we may conclude that Speech muſt 
be acquired by being taught, and that if the 
firſt Man had not been inſpired or taught by 
God how to ſpeak, his Poſterity could never 
have invented a Language for themſelves, 
notwithſtanding they would have had the 
ſame Organs of Speech we have now. 
That Language which Adam ſpoke himſelf 
he undoubtedly taught his Children, and this 
Language continued the ſame unto the Flood. 
It is poſſible it might receive ſome little Alte- 
ration in that time; that ſome in that Mul- 
titude of Men born in the Interval from 
Adam to Noah might invent new Words or 
Phraſes, and be followed by others therein: 
But then ſuch Words or Forms of Expreſ- 
preſſion could not be many, or proceed ſo 
far to alter the Language as to make it an- 
other Tongue, ſo that thoſe who lived in one 
part of the Earth might not underſtand any 
that lived in another part, as it is now, if 
they happened to meet together. For that 
which cauſes our Languages now to alter fo 
much in an Age or two proceeds from the 
Commerce or Intercourſe of one Nation with 
I another, 


( 57 


another, and the Conqueſt of one People by an- 
other, and Incorporation of one with another; 
by which Means a Mixture of divers Lan- 
guages is introduced, and the old Language 
gradually changed : For in Countries that have 
no Commerce or Intercourſe with Foreigners, 
and which have eſcaped being conquered or 
incorporated with other Nations, the Inhabi- 
rants retain the Languages of their Anceſtors 
from Generation to Generation with little or 
no Variation. Now this was the Caſe of the 
Antediluvian World; they had but one Lan- 
gu age originally derived from Adam: And as 
there was no other Language to be mixed 
with it, by the Means before mentioned, or any 
other, let us ſuppoſe the World to have been 
never ſo well peopled during that Time, there 
could be but very little Alteration made in 
the Language, only as ſome new Words were 
formed upon the Diſcovery of any new Ob- 
ject or Invention, and theſe might be diffe- 
rent in different Places. But theſe could not 
be ſo many or conſiderable as to affect the 
main of the Language, any more than the 
different Names of Trees or Plants or Uten- 
ſils, which are various in different Parts of 
England, affect the Engliſh Language. So 
that if we were to follow the Chronology of 
the Septuagint for this Period, I ſee not how 
there could be more Languages than one be- 
fore the Flood. But if we follow the Chro- 
nology of the Hebrew (which ſeems to be 
V. V 1 more 
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more generally approved) there is yet a fur- 
ther Proof that the ſame Language continued 
from Adam to the Flood; for according to 
that Chronolozy Methuſelah lived near three 
hundred Years with Adam, conſequently ſpoke 
the ſame Language with Adam; and Noah 
lived five hundred Years with Methu/elah , 
therefore ſpoke the ſame Language: So thar 
the ſame Tongue which was ſpoken by A. 
dam was ſpoken alſo by Noah, in whoſe Time 
the Flood came upon the Earth, and deſtroy- 
ed all but him and his Family. 

After the Flood, this ſame continued to be 
the common Language of Mankind till the 
building of the Tower of Babel; for at that 
Time the Scripture tells us. * the whole Earth 
Was 4 one Language and of one Speech. At 
which time, in order to get a Name and im- 
mortalize their Memory, they reſolved to 
build a Tower of a prodigious height, which 
I_ take to be the Meaning of thoſe Words, 
whoſe Top may reach unto Heaven. For if 
they had really been ſo filly as to think it 
poſſible for them to build up to Heaven, 
they would have choſen a Hill and not a 
Valley to have built upon. But as the He- 
brew Language has no Degrees of Compari- 
ſon, fo they uſed hyperbolical Expreſſions to 
expreſs any thing extraordinary, ſuch as great 
or mighty. before God, high as Heaven, low as 
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Hell, and the like; of which many Inſtances 
may be given. However this Vanity of theirs 
in purpoſing to build a vaſt high Tower only 
to make their Names famous, and give Po- 
ſterity occaſion to admire them, was dif- 
pleaſing to God, and he reſolved to diſappoint 
them. And the way by which he was plea- 
ſed to do this was by confounding their Lan- 
guage ſo as they might not. underſtand one 
another: For the Lord faid, * Let us go down 
and confound their Language that they may not 
underſtand one another's Speech. So the Lord 
cattered them abroad from thence upon the 
Face of all the Earth, and they left of te build. 
the City. By this Means then it was that there 
began to be divers Languages on the Earth. 
Some modern Criticks, ſuch as Father Si- 
mon and Monſieur Le Clerc, pretend that this 
Text does not prove that God is the Author 
of the Diverſity of Tongues, but only of the 
Confuſion and Diſſenſion; and that this oc- 
caſioning a Diſperſion, a Multiplicity of Lan- 
guages naturally enſued. Theſe learned Cri- 
ticks and their Followers are Men that ſeem 
to be prepoſſeſſed againſt Miracles, and would 
reſolve all Things into natural Cauſes, as if 
God himſelf was obliged to work by thoſe 
Means. It is alſo pretended that Myjes no 
where ſpeaks of a D:verfity of Languages as 
we underſtand it, but only of a Confu/fion of 
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their Speech who were at Babel; which might 
well be although all uſed the ſame Language; 
that is, there might be a Confuſion raiſed in 
their Minds that they could not underſtand 
one another; their Notions of Things being 
diſturbed, ſo that though they heard one 
Word, they miſtook it for another, they miſ- 
heard or miſapprehended every Thing that 
was ſaid, as if 6ne of the Builders called to 
his Waiter for a Brick or a Stone, the other 
conſtantly miſtook him to call for ſomething 
elſe, and he brought him it may be Lime or 
Water or Sand, or ſomething contrary to what 
was called for. This brought them into a 
Confufion, that Confufion into a Diſſenſion, that 
led to a Separation and Diſperſion, and fo 
put a Stop to their Purpoſe. And the Di- 
ſperſion being thus cauſed by the Confuſion 
and Diſſenſion, a Diverſity of Languages 
would naturally follow in time. For Time 
{till continues to alter all Languages, as well 
as Rites, Laws and Cuſtoms. And as dit- 
ferent Nations would neceſſarily and gradually 
fall into different Rites, Laws and Cuſtoms, 
ſo would they alſo naturally fall into different 
Languages, . changing the original Lan- 
guage in one Manner, ſome in another, till 
at laſt the Whole was changed in every Na- 
tion. 

Again, if there were ſuch a Diviſion of 
Tongues miraculouſly cauſed at Babel (that, 
as it is commonly ſaid, all thoſe who were 
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of the ſame Language went together in their 
ſeveral Companies under their ſeveral Lea- 
ders) whence comes it to pals, that after the 
Diſperſion, we meet with ſeveral of thoſe 
by whom Moſes tells © us the People were 
divided in their Lands; every one after his 
Tongue, after their Families, in their Nati- 
ons, © which uſed the fame Language after 
their Diſperſion? As all the Sons of Canaan, 
the Sidonians, the Hittites, the Jebuſites, &c. 
uſed the Canaanitiſb Tongue u. In Egypt, 
Mizraim and Pathrufim; in Greece, Favan 
and Eliſa; in Chaldea, Aram and Uz, had 
not fix but only three Languages: Whence 
comes it to paſs, if their ſeveral Tongues 
were the Cauſe of their Diſperſion, that 
theſe ſeveral Heads of Families or Nations 
ſhould, two or three or more, uſe the ſame 
Tongue ? 

Alfo, if Tongues were divided at Babel, as 
it is ſuppoſed, whence was it that the near- 
er any Nation lay to thoſe who had the pri- 
mitive or Hebrew Language, they did par- 
ticipate of that Tongue more than thoſe who. 
were more remote, as is plain in the Chal- 
deans, Canaanites, Greeks and others? Where- 
as, if their Languages were divided at Ba- 
bel, thoſe Languages would have been as dit- 
ferent from the Hebrew as others. 
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Theſe are the Reaſons given by thoſe who 
would perſuade us that there was no great 
Miracle wrought at Babel, no real Alterati- 
on made in the primitive Language by the 
immediate Power of God, ſo that any of the 
People there were deprived of the Know- 
ledge they had of the Tongue they brought 
to that Place, or had a new Tongue given 
them in the Stead of it: Only their Minds 
became bewildred, and they were put into a 
Conftfion, which might eaſily happen a- 
mong ſuch a Multitude by the Means of na- 
tural Cauſes; that Confuſion cauſed Diſſen- 
ſion, Diſſenſion produced Diſperſion, and then 
Time as naturally produced a Diverſity of 
Languages. 

But notwithſtanding what has been thus ſo 
plauſibly alledged againſt God's having mi- 
raculouſly cauſed a Diverſity of Languages at 
Babel, I cannot but ſtill be of a contrary 
Opinion. And the Reaſons given by Father 
Simon, or Monſieur Le Clerc for the Diver- 
fity of Languages are by no Means ſatisfacto- 
ry; nor could ſuch a Diverſity of Languages 
be introduced by ſuch Means as they pretend. 
For there being but one Language originally 
in the World, whereby Men did repreſent 
their Conceptions to one another; we can- 
not imagine that Men ſhould of themſelves 
introduce ſo great an Alteration, as thereby 
to break or deſtroy that neceſſary Society and 
Converſe with each other, which even Na- 
cure 


« >» * 


FRF 
ture itſelf put Men upon preſerving. Do not 
Men at this Time ſtudy to underſtand the 
Language of thoſe they have Occaſion to con- 
verſe or deal with? And if all had now one 
Language, can we 3 they would change 
it for another, which neither they nor their 
Neighbours underſtand? There having been 
that Freedom of Converſe among Men, by 
Means of a Language common to them all, 
as the primi tive Language was; it is not to 
be ſuppoſed, that they ſhould of themſelves 
cut it off to their mutual Diſadvantage. 
But to this it is faid, that the long Tratt of 
Time, and Diverſity of Cuſtoms might alter 
the Language. I grant this might make a 
confiderable Alteration, but could not fo 
wholly change it as to make the Languages 
of ſeveral Nations ſo different as we now 
find them to be. Had the original univerſal 
Language ſuffered no Changes, but fuch as 
might ariſe from the different Cuſtoms ob- 
ſerved by the feveral Nations, our Language 
would have diftered only, or in little more 
than in ſuch Things wherein our Cuſtoms 
differed; and there would ſtill have remain- 
ed ſuch an Agreement as whereby we might 
have underſtood one another. As to Length 
of Time, though Experience teaches us that 
it makes great Alterations in a Language, 
yet I believe it will be very difficult to find 
a Place, where mere Length of Time has al- 
tered any Language, and cauſed it to be * 
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of uſe; and introduced another in the Room 
of ic. For that which has chiefly cauſed the 
Change of Languages, has proceeded from 
the Mixture of Foreigners with the Natives, 
or the Trading of the Natives with Foreign- 
ers, and learning their Language, and bring- 
ing in exotick Words and Phraſes. Alſo in 
polite Ages, when Learning meets with En- 
couragement,, Men ſtudy to poliſh and re- 
fine their Language, that they may be able 
to contend with their Neighbours in Purity 
of Style, and Eaſineſs of Numbers. So that 
were there not Diverſity of Languages, de- 
rived from ſome other original, this Mixture 
of Foreigners with the Natives, would make 
no Alteration: Traders to foreign Parts would 
bring in no exotick Words, if the Nations 
they deal with ſpeak the ſame Language with 
their Country- men at Home; there would be 
no ſtriving to poliſh our Language to make 
it run ſmoother and eaſier in order to vye 
with our Neighbours-for Purity of Style or 
Eaſineſs of Numbers, except there were ſome 
other Languages which we thought (at leaſt 
in ſome Words and Phraſes) to be politer and 
better than our own; and the Learned and 
Polite | borrow Words and Phraſes from that 
politer Language, which they uſe inſtead. of 
the Barbariſms of their own. But though 
Languages do now receive great Alterations 
by theſe and the like Means in a few Ages 
or Generations; yet if there had been no Di- 
| | verſity 
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verſity of Tongues firſt derived from ſome 
other Cauſe, new Languages would hardly 
have been introduced by any of theſe Means 
by which our modern Tongues do now in a 
little Time receive viſible Alterations. And 
we may be fatisfied of this from the Yel/h, 
Ir:ſþ and other Languages of People that 
have not mixed or traded with Foreigners, 


' whoſe Languages have continued the fame 


for above a thouſand Years. There is ano- 
ther Cauſe alſo aſſigned for the Change of 
Languages, and that is the Difference of Ch- 
mates, which is given as a Reaſon why the 
Northern People, eſpecially thoſe who live 
near the Baltic Sea, uſe Conſonants and 
Aſpirates ſo much, and pronounce different 
from others even the ſame Language; fo 
that inſtead of per Deum verum bibimus' bo- 
num vinum, they ſay, per Theum ferum pipi- 
mus _ finum. So ſome have obſerved of 
the * Ephrarmites, that it was the Air was 
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leth inſtead of Shibboleth. But this would 
cauſe only an Alteration as to ſome Letters 
and Syllables, and might a little alter the 
Pronounciation, but could not produce any 
Variety of Languages. So that, ſetting a- 
ſide the Confuſion of Languages at Babel, no 
ſufficient Reaſon can be aſſigned for the Va- 
riety of Languages in the World, 
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Again, though it be granted that a Con- 
fuſion in their Minds without diſtinct Lan- 
guages were enough to make them deſiſt from 
their Work, yet the Context y in that Place 
where Meſes has given us an Account of 
this Matter, does infer a Diverſity of Tongues, 
as muſt appear to thoſe that duly conſider 
it: As from the firſt Verſe; where it is not 
conceivable why it ſhould be taken Notice of 
as a remarkable Circumſtance, that they had 
all but one Language before they ſet about 
this Work, if there was not a Diverſity of 
Tongues cauſed by the Work they went a- 
bout. Alſo a little after at the ſixtli Verſe, 
God takes eſpecial Notice of this very Thing, 
that they had but one Language, and that 
ſo long as they had but that one Language, 
nothing would be reſtrained from them which 
they had imagined to do; therefore in the 
next Verſe, he declares, he will go deum and 
confound their Language, which mult be un- 
derſtood of multiplying that Language into 
many; for it muſt be taken in Oppoſition to 
what is ſaid in the other Verſe immediately 
preceding. And what is there added, that 
they may not underſtand one anothers Speech, 
cannot be underſtood of a Confuſion in their 
Minds to make them commit ſtrange Blun- 
ders, but muſt mean an Alteration in the 


Speech or Language itſelf ; ſo that though 
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they gave never ſo much Attention to what 
was faid, they ſhould not underſtand the 
Words; the Language the one ſhould ſpeak 
ſhould be a perfect unknown Tongue to him 
that was ſpoken to. Thoſe who recede from 
the common Opinion, leſt (as they pretend) 
they ſhould give Advantage to Injidels, by 
attributing that to a Miracle which might be 
done without, ſeem to be more wary than 
wiſe in this Particular. For beſides that it is 
certain, that Miracles may be in thoſe Things 
which might be effected otherwiſe by natu- 
ral Cauſes; as when they are produced with- 
out the Help of thoſe Cauſes, and in a Space 
of Time impoſſible to Nature; it has not 
yu been proved, neither do I believe can be, 

ow ſuch Diverſity of Tongues, as is in the 
World, would have been effected without a 
Miracle: Therefore we have juſt Ground to 
believe there was a Miracle in it. Nay even 
thoſe who would have it to be no more than 
a Confuſion in the Minds of the Builders, 
muſt acknowledge a Miracle in the Caſe ; 
for could ſo many Men have their Minds 
ſo confounded all at once, as not to under- 
ſtand or apprehend one another's Meaning, 
ſpeaking = ſame Language, without a Mi- 


racle? It was no more difficult to God to 
confound their Language than their Under- 
ſtandings. He could as eafily multiply Lan- 
guages, and deprive a Tribe or Family of 
their old Language, and give them a new 
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one in a Moment, as he could create a Man 
and give him a Language immediately as he 
was formed. 

As to the Number of Languages the Scrip- 
ture has not any where told us how many 
there were. And I ſee not any Neceſſity of 
aſſerting that every one of the Families men- 
tioned in the tenth Chapter of Geneſis, which 
according to the Hebrew are Seventy, and 
according to the Greek ſeventy two, ſhould 
have a diſtin& Language : which, though ir 
has been maintained by diverſe both Anci- 
ent and Modern, yet I believe is general- 
ly now eſteemed by the Learned to be no 
better than a groundleſs Fancy. Nor does 
Moſes in the Genealogy give Countenance 
to this Opinion, but the contrary: For he ob- 
ſerves that Peleg * had his Name given him. 
becauſe in bis Days (by which muſt be under- 
ſtood ar the time of his Birth when that Name 
was given him) was the Earth divided; and 
yet the Sons of his younger Brother Joan, 
who could not therefore be born till after the 
Diſperſion, are numbred among the reſt to 
make up che ſeventy or ſeventy two Heads of 
Families or Nations. It does not then ſeem 
to have been the Purpoſe of Moſes to inform 
us by this Genealogy how many Nations or 
Languages the whole World was divided into 
immediately upon this Diſperſion at Babel; 
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but only in general to acquaint the Jews, (for 
whoſe Uſe he wrote his Books more imme- 
diately and chiefly) who were the Heads, and 


Founders of thoſe Nations which they had a- 


ny Knowledge of. On this Account he is very 
minute and particular in deſcribing the Poite- 
rity of Canaan and the Nations ſpringing from 
him, though all of them poſſeſſed but a ſmall 
Countrey, becauſe they were the Nations the 
Iſraelites were to drive out and poſſeſs their 
Land; but for other Nations, though very 
large and extenſive, he either paſſes them o- 
ver in Silence or but juſt mentions them. 
And thoſe Words of Moſes, Theſe were the 
Sons of Faphet, * of Ham, or of Shem, after 
their Families, after their Tongues in their 
Countries, and in their Nations, only fignify 
that thoſe Families and the Nations ſprung 
from them had ſeveral Tongues, and rhat all 
of them did not ſpeak the fame Language, 
bur not that every Family or Nation in par- 
ticular had a diſtinct Language. Thoſe of 
the ſame Language might be divided into two 


or more Nations or Governments, but then 


other Families or Nations had a different Lan- 
guage. Thus Cuſb and Mizraim, and Phut 
and Canaan, all the Sons of Ham, had diffe- 
rent Languages, though Sidon and Heth, and 
other Heads of Nations who deſcended from 
Canaan had the ſame Language. In like 
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manner, as it is written in the Book of F/ther b, 
where we read that Mordecai by the King's 
Appointment ſent Letters unto every Pro- 
vince according to the Writing thereof, and 
unto every People after their Language, and 
unto the Jews according to their Writing , 
and according to their Language: No one 
can hence infer that, becauſe the Realm 
of Perſia had then one hundred and twenty 
Provinces, that therefore there were one hun- 
dred and twenty Languages different from 
each other ſpoken within that Empire. Un- 
doubtedly ſeveral Provinces ſpoke but one and 
the fame Language, only ſome there were 
that ſpoke different Languages from the reſt; 
and if there were but twenty, or but ten, or 
but five or fix ſeveral Languages ſpoken in 
theſe hundred and twenty Provinces, it is a- 

eeable enough to the Account here given. 
As therefore the Scriptures have not told us 
how many Languages God was pleaſed to di- 

vide among the People at Babel, it may be 
Räaſhneſs to pretend to ſay how many there 
were. There might be more than ſeventy, 
or there might be fewer, This only we can 
be aſſured of, that there were enough to o- 
blige them to deſiſt from their Work, and 
to oblige them to give over their vain En- 
terprize. 


As to the laſt Objection, which is, That 
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if Tongues were divided at Babel, sohence 4vas 
it that the nearer any Nation lay to thoſe who 
had the primitive Language, the Hebꝛew, 
they did participate more of that Tongue than 
thoſe who were more remote, as 1s plain in the 
Chaldeans, Canaanites, Greeks, and others? 
It may be anſwered, that it will be very dif- 
ficult to prove that the primitive Language is 
or ever was any where remaining ſince the 
Diſperſion at Babel, or that the Hebrew is 
that primitive Language, as Iſhall ſhew in its 
proper Place. Again, we know not What the 
original Chaldee or Greek Languages were in 
their firſt Original: I know of but one Word 
of the Chaldee Language which we have now 
remaining elder than the Babylon; Capti- 
vity, and that is very different from the He- 
brew, as I ſhall obſerve by and by. And what 
Wonder is it if after the whole Nation of the 
Jews had been ſeventy Years together diſper- 
ted through Chaldea, there ſhould be a large 
Mixture of Hebrew in the Chaldean Tongue ? 
As to the Canaanites, their Language and 
the Hebrew was the very ſame, as I ſhall 
ſhew hereafter. And for the Greeks, they 
received their firſt Letters from Cadmus the 
Phenician or Canaamte; and if he firit taught 
them to write, he might alſo very well and 
eaſily, I mean he and his Followers (for Cad- 
mus did not go into Greece alone, but carried 
a Phenician Colony with him) mix his Lan- 
guage with theirs, and thereby bring many 
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Phenician or Hebrew Words into that Lan- 
guague. Beſides, do we not ſee it in all Parts 

of the World, that the Nations which are 
near to one another have generally more Affi- 
nity in Language than thoſe that are more re- 
mote, which proceeds from the Neceſſity they 
have for frequent Commerce and Converſa- 
tion with each other ? 

Having now ſhewn from the Scriptures, 
that God was the Author of the firſt Lan- 
guage, that, as ſoon as he created Man, he 
not only gave him a Capacity to ſpeak, and 
a Voice capable of uttering articulate Sounds, 
but alſo formed a Language tor him, and ar 
once infuſed it into his Mind, and, as I may 
fay, pur Words into his Mouth, and that at- 
terwards as a Puniſhment on Mankind, and 
to check a vain Enterprize they had under- 
taken, he diverſify d this Language, and gave 
the People ſtrange Tongues difterent one from 
another, inſomuch that the one People could 
not underſtand the other's Speech; I ſhall in 
the next place inquire which was the firſt 
Language of the World? And whether we 
can ſay that any People retained the original 
Language after the Diviſion of Tongues at 
Babel? It we follow the Hebrew Chronology, 
which is indeed that which is moſt generally 
followed, then it is certain that Noah lived 
above two hundred Years after this Confu- 
ſion of Languages, and Sem near two hundred 

Years after him. And as there is no Notice 

G taken 
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taken of them as amongſt thoſe who were 
at the Building of the Tower; andas we have 
alſo juſt Reaſon to believe (they being both 
taken Notice of and commended in the Scrip- 
ture for their Righteouſneſs) that they could 
never have been drawn 1n to be Partakers in 
ſuch a vain Enterprize, we may conclude they 
were not there nor any ways concerned in it. 
From hence it may be reaſonably concluded 
that they partook not in the Puniſhment in- 
flicted on thoſe Undertakers, and conſequently 
preſerved their Language, that primitive 
Language, which Noah learned from Merbu- 


ſelab as he from Adam. I ſay this muſt needs 


be the Caſe, if we follow the Hebrew Chro- 
nology : But if we follow the Septuagint, or 
moſt ancient Greek Tranſlation, which Tran- 
{lation was followed by our Saviour and his 
Apoſtles in what they have quoted out of the 
Old Teſtament in the New, then Noab and 
Sem were both dead long betore this vain At- 
tempt was put in execution. And this ſeems 
the moſt probable, for certainly if they had 
been living at that Time, Noab® the Preacher 
of Righteouſneſs would have exhorted them 
not to go about ſuch a piece of Folly and 
Wickedneſs. And if he had done fo, I can- 
not think but Moſes would have recorded it 


as an Aggravation of the Crime of thoſe who 


would proceed in ſuch an Enterprize when 
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articularly warned againſt it by the common 
F ather of them all. Since therefore neither 
Neah nor Sem, nor any of Noah's Sons is 
taken Notice of on this Occaſion, I cannot 


think any of them were then living, and that 


the Chronology of the Septuagint, and not of 
the Hebrew, ought to be followed in this 
Period at leaſt, there being ſuch inſuperable 
Difficulties in the Chronology of the preſent 
Hebrew Text from Noah to Abraham, as 1 
could eaſily ſhew, if it was not foreign to my 
preſent purpoſe. 

It is then proper, in the firſt place, to con- 
fider as a previous Queſtion , Whether it can 
appear from the Scripture that any one Per- 
ſon or Family was not engaged or in compa- 
ny of thofe who attempred to build this City 
or Tower? And I think it is evident from the 
Scripture that there were none. This is the 
Account we have of it: And the whole Earth 
was of one Language and of one Speech. And 
it came to paſs as they journeyed from the Eaſt, 


that they found a Plain in the Land of Shinar, 
and they dwelt there. And they faid one to an- 


ether, Go to, let us make Brick, and burn them 
throughly. And they had Brick for Stone, and 
Slime had they for Mortar, and they ſaid, go 
to, let us build us a City and a Tower. Now 
what is the Antecedent to theſe ſeveral Theys? 
Is it not the whole Earth? A Name of Multi- 
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tude, and therefore properly requires a per- 
ſonal Pronoun and Verb of the plural Number. 
It was then the whole Earth, that is, all the 
People of the Earth gathered together and 
dwelling in a great plain Countrey, who were 
concerned in building this Tower and City. 
But it may be ſaid that the whole Earth or 
all the Earth does not neceſſarily imply every 
particular Man, Family or Nation; that the 
Scripture frequently uſes the Words all the 
Earth, or all the People, not in an univerſal 
Senſe, which admits of no Exceptions, but 
only in a general Senſe where there may be 
many Exceptions: And ſo where it ſays the 
whole Earth here, it may mean only a great 
Number or the Majority of Mankind then 
living upon the Earth. But I anſwer that it 
cannot be ſo underſtood here becauſe of the 
Words immediately following, The whole 
Earth was of one Language and of one Speech. 
Now if this does not include every individual 
Man and Woman then upon the Earth, it 
will follow that there were more Languages 
than one in the Earth before the Attempt to 
build this Tower, conſequently that the Di- 
viſion of Languages was made before this 
Time, and only thoſe who aſſembled to build 
Babel were of one Speech before that Enter- 
prize, And if the whole Earth be an Uni- 
verſal in the firſt Verſe, and admits of no Ex- 
ception there, the ſeveral Theys which refer 


to it as the Antecedent in the following Ver- 
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ſes in our Engliſh Tranſlation, or the ſeveral 
Verbs governed by it in the Hebrew, Greek 
and Latin, mult be as univerſal and without 
Exception. For it cannot be that the who/e 
Earth ſhould be underſtood univerſally in the 
firſt Verſe, and but generally in the reſt, with- 
out ſome Mark or Token given to ſhew where 
we are to make the Diſtinction. It may 
therefore, I think, be very fairly concluded, 
that no Family then upon Earth was free 
from the Guilt of this Enterprize, or eſcaped 
the Puniſhment inflicted on the Offenders, 
And for that Reaſon, if for no other (bur 
there are ſeveral other Reaſons to be alledged) 
I conceive the Sept-agnt Chronology (though 
now little regarded) is preferable to that of the 
preſent Hebrew Copies, becauſe thereby Noah 
and his Sonsare acquitted from being concern'd 
in this impious Undertaking, which they can- 
not be, if we follow the Hebrew we now 
have. 

Having therefore anſwered this previous 
Queſtion according to the beſt of my Judg- 
ment, I ſhall now return to the main Inquiry, 
Whether the firſt Language of the World was 
any here preferved? The Jews and many 
Chriſtians, both ancient and modern, are of 
Opinion that Heber and his Family were not 
among thoſe who were concerned in the 
building of the 'Tower, conſequently that the 
primitive Language from him called the He- 
brew, was preſerved in his Family, and ſo 

tranſmitted 
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tranſmitted to Abraham and nis Poſterity, 
particularly the IHtaclites, among whom it 
was preſerv ed moſt uncorrupt and pure, who 
from thence were called Hebrews. They al- 
ſo endeavour to prove the Hebrew to be the 
primitive Language om the Etymologies 
of the Names of the firſt Patriarchs who 
lived before this Confuſion of Languages. 
Thus it is ſaid, God formed Adam out of the 
Duſt of the Earth, by way of Alluſion to the 
Word Adamab, which ſignifies Earth in He- 
brew; That Adam called his Wife Chava, 
or Eve, becauſe ſhe was the Mother of all Li- 
ving: And the Word Chai, whence that of 
Chavah is derived, is Hebrew. It is faid alſo 
that the Woman is called Jſaba from the Word 
Leb, which ſignifies Man. The Name Cain 
is derived from an Hebrew Word which ſig- 
nifies Poſſeſſion or Acquiſition: That Seth comes 
of the Hebrew Word Schath, which ſignifies 
to ſubſtitute; Phaleg or Peleg comes from 
the Hebrew Word Palag, which fignifies to 
divide; That of Babel, from the Hebrew 
Word Balal, ſignifying Confuf on: Eden, the 
Name of the terreſtial Paradiſe ſignifies in He- 
brew, Delight and Pleaſure. All theſe Deri- 
vations and Alluſions have no Place but in 
the Hebrew Tongue; whence it follows that 
we mult neceſſarily ſuppoſe that this Language 
was in uſe in the Times of the Patriarchs be- 
fore the Flood as well as after, becauſe their 
proper Names are derived from it. It is alſo 
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alledged further, to prove this Antiquity of 
the Hebrew Tongue, that the moſt ancient 
People derived their Names from it, as St. 
Hierom proves in his Book of Hebrew Names. 
The Ajyrians come from Afſur, the Ara- 
mites from Aram, the Lydians from Lud, 
the Medes from Madai, the Joni ans from 
Javan; and the Men to whom theſe Names 
belonged, were born and named before the 
Building of Babel. 
But to this it may be anſwered, that there 
1s no Ground in Scripture to induce us to be- 
heve that the primitive Language or Religi- 
on was preſerved in the Family of Heber; 
for it is certain that the true Religion was 
loſt, or at leaſt molt grievouſſy corrupted 
in that Family as well as in all others; for 
the Deſcendants of Heber were Idolaters as 
well as others: Even Abraham himfelf was 
ſo, till God was pleaſed to call him to the 
Knowledge of his Truth, and command him 
to leave his native Country. This the Scri 
ture expreſly teaches, 4 Thus ſaith the Lord 
God of Iſrael, your Fathers delt on the ather 
Side of the Flood in old Time, even Terah 
the Father of Abraham, and the Father of 
Nachor: And they ſerved other Gods. It is 
evident therefore, that the Family of He- 
her, from whence Terah and his Sons Abra- 
ham and Nacho deſcended, had loſt the 
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true Religion as well as others. Neither did 
they retain the Hebrew Language, but what 
they ſpoke was the Chaldean, a very diffe- 
rent Language from the other. © We have 
a convincing Evidence of this Difference, 
when Laban of the Family of Heber, who 
remained in Chaldea, and had preſerved the 

Language of his Anceſtors, gave the Name 
of Fagar-Sahadutha, to the Heap of Stones 
which they gathered together; whereas Ja- 
cob called it Galaad, both of them ſignify- 
ing the Heap of Witneſs: That Heap of 
Stones being a Monument or Teſtimony of 
the Covenant there made betwixt them. It 
is then certain, that in thoſe Days the Chal- 
dee Tongue, which Nachor and Terah the 
Deſcendants of Heber and Anceſtors to Abra- 
ham, and which Laban ſtill ſpoke, becauſe 
he reſided in Meſopotamia, was different from 
that which Jacob ſpoke, which was the He- 
brew: Conſequently if the Hebrew was the 
original Language ſpoken before the Diſper- 
ſion from Babel, (which ſhall be examined 
hereafter) it is certain it was not preſerved 
in the Family of Heber : For his Deſcendants, 
as appears from Laban, ſpoke another Lan- 
guage. Nor was there only this Difference 
in a ſingle Word, but in the whole Lan- 
guage. For the Aramicg, Chaldee or Aſſyrian 
Tongue was fo different from the Hebrew or 
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Language of the Jews, that the commor 
People of the Fews did not underſtand it. 
And when f Rab/hehah, the King of Aſyria's 
General, would have excited the People to a 
Rebellion, he ſpoke Hebrew to King Heze- 
Hab's Deputies, that the People might under- 
ſtand him: And they prayed him to ſpeak 
in the Aramick or Syrian Language, for they 
underſtood it, and not to ſpeak in the Jew- 
% Tongue which the People on the Wall 
underſtood, The Prophet Feremiab alſo fore- 
telling the Ruin of the Fews by the Chalde- 
ans ſays, 8 God would bring upon them a Na- 
tion from far, a mighty ancient People, whoſe 
Language they know not, neither do they under- 
ſtand. It is therefore I think very plain, that 
neither the primitive Language nor Religi- 
on was preſerved in the Family of Heber ra- 
ther than in any other Family. And from 
whenceſoever Abraham, Iſaac and Facob re- 
ceived the Hebrew Language, it is manifeſt 
they received it not from the Sons of Heber, 
the Anceſtors of Abraham, for they ſpoke a 
Language very different from it. 
Neither are the Names given to the anci- 
ent Patriarchs in Scripture a ſufficient Proof, 
that they ſpake the Hebrew Language, or 
that they were originally called by Hebrew 
Names. For Moſes might change ancient 
Names into Hebrew Names of the fame Sig- 
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nification : And we have diverſe Examples 
of this Cuſtom from Greek and Latin Au- 
thors, and even from tHe Interpreters of the 
Scripture. Thus it is, that Aquila to imitate 
the Alluſion, which is in the Name of Je 
and 1/cha, that is Man and Woman, made 
uſe of the Terms Ae and Ay9zig. The Au- 
thor of the Latin Vulgate has alſo imitated 
the Hebrew, by tranſlating 1/cha into Virago, 
derived from the Word Vir as the Hebrew is 
from Ich. Thus alio the Evangeliſts chan- 
ged the Name of Cephas into that of Petrus, 
to preſerve the Signification of the Syriack 
Word Cephas, and the Alluſion to Petra: 
And the Woman who was called Tabitha in 
Hebrew was called Dorcas in the Greek, be- 
ing of the ſame Signitication. It is faid al- 
ſo in Exodus, that Pharaoh's Daughter gave 
Moſes that Name, becauſe ſhe drew him 
out of the Water; but Pharaoh's Daughter 
ſpoke not the Hebrew Language, but the E- 
gyptien, and no doubt gave him this Name 
from an Egyptian Word of that Significat- 
on, which Moſes himſelf changed into the 
Hebrew. Thus about the Time of the Re- 
formation, Eraſmus, Melancthon and others 
changed their Dutch Names into Latin or 
Greek of the ſame Signification. For Era/- 
muss original Name was Gerardus Gerardi, 
or Gerard the Son of Gerard; this he chan- 
ged to Deſiderius Eraſmus, the one Latin, the 
other Greek of the fame Signification. The 
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other's Name was Swartzerd, and he called 
himſelf and was called by others Melanctbon, 
which is derived from the Greek, and of the 
ſame Signification in that Language, that the 
other is in Dutch. The Septuagint have 
tranſlated the Name of Babel by the Word 
Suyxvoic, Which fignifies Confuſion, as Babel 
does in the Hebrew. And ſome Greeks have 
tranſlated EJau or Edom, which ſignifies red, 
by Erythrean, which has the ſame Significati- 
on in Greek, There is a great Number of this 
Sort of Changes to be found. The Name 
Adam, which is not a proper Name, but the 
appellative Name of Man, which was gi- 
ven to the firſt Man by Way of Excellence, 
might have been changed without any Dif- 
ficulty; and the ancient Name, as well as 
that of Adam, might bave been derived from 
the Word, which then ſignified the Earth; 
as the Latin Word Homo is derived from the 
Word humus, which ſignifies the Ground. 
But ſuppoſe that Moſes did not change the 
Names, it will only prove that ſome Words 
of the original Language were preſerved in 
the Hebrew, and there is as good Proof that 
ſome of them were preſerved in other Lan- 
guages, which differed from the Hebrew. I 
have already ſhewed that the Chaldee was a 
Language ſo different from the Hebrew, that 
thoſe who underſtood the one did not under- 
ſtand the other; yet many of the foremen- 
tioned Names, as Eve, Cain, Phaleg and * 
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bel, are as eaſily derived from Chaldee Words 
as from Hebrew And the Etymology of the 
Name Tubal- Cain (an Antediluvian Name) 
may be found in the Arabick, where Tuba- 
lon and Kunaon ſignify a Plate of Braſs, 
but not in the Hebrew, So that if we fetch 
our Proofs from the Etymologies of ſome 
Names, the Chaldee and the Arabick may 
bid as fair for the primitive Language as the 


. Hebrew. 


And as there 1s no Proof ſufficient to con- 
yince us that the Hebrew was the original 
Language ſpoken by Adam and Noah, and 
others who lived before the Confuſion of 
Languages; ſo there is very good Proof 
that it was not that Language, for indeed 
it was the Language of Canaan, and is cal» 
led fo by the Prophet®. Now we cannot 
ſuppoſe that God would ſhew ſuch a parti- 
cular Favour to Canaan, whom Noah curſed 
ſoon after the Flood, together with his Poſte- 
rityi, as to preſerve the primitive Language 
in his Family rather than in any other. This 
Language Avraham learned when he ſojourn- 
ed in that Land, and his Poſterity preſerved 
it. For I have already ſhewed that the Chal- 
dee was the Language, which Abraham's An- 
ceſtors uſed in Meſopctamia; conſequently 
which he himſelf learned from them, and 
uſed till ſuch Time as by God's Command- 
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ment he went away from his Kindred, and 
from his Country, and came into the Land of 
Canaan, After he came there, God having 
promiſed to give him that Country and to 
plant his Poſterity there, he learned and fpoke 
the Language of that Country, and it became 
the Language uſed in his Family; ſo Jacob 
his Grandſon learned it, as has been ſhewed, 
and gave Names to Places in that Language, 
while Laban preſerved the Language of their 
common Anceſtors. For Lavan, who con- 
tinued in the Country firſt planted by their 


common Anceſtors, could not change the 


Language which they ſpake, and introduce 
another in that Place. But Abraham, who 
was removed into another Country, lived 
there near an hundred Years, traded there, 
and daily converſed with the Inhabitants of 
that Place, could not help learning their Lan- 
guage; and 1/aac and Jacob who were born 
there, and though they required but ſmall 
Portions of Land there, yet on the Account 
of the Promiſes looked on it as the Place of 
their Inheritance, learned the Language un- 
doubtedly from their Infancy, and it became 
the native Language of them and their Po- 


ſterity. Therefore as it is evident, that Ja- 


cob and Laban, though both deſcending from 
the ſame Stock of Heber, yet uſed different 
Languages, Laban ſpeaking the Chaldee and 
Jacob that which is now called the ancient 
Hebrew; it muſt needs be that Jacob had 

| learned 
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learned another Language. And where ſhould 
he have that other Language, but in the 
Country where he had his Birth and Educa- 
tion. And this, if we had no other Proof, 
would be ſufficient to prove that the He- 
brew Tongue was the original Language of 
Canaan. | 

Another Proof may be taken from the 
Names of Men and Places in the Land of 
Canaan, whereof Mention is made in Genęſis 
and Joſhua. As the proper Names Melchi- 
zedech, Adoni-Bezech, Abimelech, &c. the 
Names of the Canaanitiſh Kings are Hebrew; 
and the Names of Towns, as Jericho, Salem, 
Sichem, Bethlehem, Sc. which were the Names 
of thoſe Towns while the Canaanites poſſeſſed 
them, and are Hebrew Names, and of Hebrew 
Original. 

A third Proof may be drawn from hence, 
that it is no where obſerved in Scripture that 
the 1/raehites and Canaanites had different 
Languages, and did not underſtand one ano- 
ther, as it is obſerved with relation to the 
Chaldeans and Egyptians. The Scriptures ſpeak 
often of the Conferences of Abraham, Iſaac 
and Jacob with the Canaanites, and always as 
if they underſtood one anather ; nor is it ever 
faid that they made uſe of Interpreters. When 
Abraham * and Abimelech made a Covenant 


together 5 they did not give two different 
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Names (though of the ſame Signification) to 
the Place where they made their Contract, as 
yore and Laban afterwards did. But as A 

raham called it Beer-ſheba or the Well of the 
Oath, ſo Abimelech gave it no other Name. 
2 and Laban gave different Names to the 

eap of Stones they erected, but ſignifying 
the ſame Thing, becauſe they ſpake dif- 
ferent Languages: But here Abraham and A. 
bimelech agree in the ſame Name, to ſignify 
the ſame Thing, therefore they ſpoke the 
ſame Language. 

A fourth Proof is founded on the Hiſtory 
of Joſeph and his Brethren. It is ſaid that 
Joſepb, not willing to make himſelf known 
to them ſpoke to them by an Interpreter. If 
the Tongue which they ſpoke had been pe- 
culiar to their Family, (and that it muſt be 
if it was not the Language of the Canaanites, 
for I have proved that it was not the Lan- 

age of Abraham's Anceſtors) where could 
Joſepbh have found an Interpreter in Egypt that 
underſtood it? It was therefore the Language 
of Canaan where they then dwelt, and ſo an 
Interpreter might eafily be found, 

A fifth Proof is taken from the Conformi- 
ty there is between the Punicł or Carthagini- 
an Tongue and the Hebrew, for it is agreed 
on all Hands that the Cartbaginians were a 
Colony of the Phenicians or Canaanites. And 
Procopius in his Hiſtory of the Vandals ſays, 


there were two Pillars anciently to be ſeen in 
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thoſe Parts with this Inſcription, in the Phe» 
nician or Hebrew Language, We are they that 
fled from the Face of Joſhuah the Son of Narr 
the Robber. So that if Credit 1s to be given 
to this In/cription, the Carthaginians, and thoſe 
who ſettled on the Coaſt of Africk borderi 

on the Mediterranean, were originally tho 
Nations of the Canaanites which Joſbuab drove 
out of that Countrey when he gave the Poſ- 
ſeſſion of it to the Children of 1/-ae/. But how- 
ever that be, and whether the Canaanites ſettled 


there at that Time or ſome other Time before 


or after, it is certain thoſe Coaſts of Africk were 
a Colony of the Phenicians or Canaanites, their 
very Names Pæbni ſhew them to have been ſo, 
and all Authors that have ſpoken of their O- 
riginal have aſſerted it; and I knownot that it 
was ever queſtioned. Now St. Auguſtine and 
St, Ferom both aſſure us that the Pumck Lan- 
guage was very near the ſame with the Hebrew, 
St. Ferom ſays, They are called Pozni corruptly 
inſtead of Phozni, whoſe Language for the moſt 
part 1s nearly allied to the Hebrew. And St. 
Ferom was the beſt ſkilled in the Hebrew 
Tongue of any Man in his Age or for ſome 
Ages before or after, having tranſlated the 
whole Bible out of that Language. St. Au- 
guſtin, who was an African, ſays, Him, the 
Hebrews call Meſſias, which Word agrees with 
the Punic Tongue, as do many other Hebrew 
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Words, nay almoſt all of them. It may be ſaid 
that it might be near the Hebrew Tongue, 
which is all that theſe Fathers aſſert, but this 
does not prove it the ſame. To which it may 
be anſwered, that theſe Fathers lived near a 
thouſand Years after the Babyloni/h Caprivity, 
at which Time the Hebrew Tongue ceaſed to 
be a living Language, and no Books remained 
written in that Language but the Scriptures 
of the Old Teſtament. What Wonder then 
if the Punic Tongue had received confide- 
rable Alterations in ſo long a Space of Time ? 
Therefore as it was then nearly allied to the 
Hebrew, we have no Reaſon to queſtion but 
it was originally the ſame. We have ſtill a 
Fragment of the Punic Language remaining 
in Plautus's Pænulus, beginning N'yth alonim 
valonuth, &c. which are plain Hebrew Words 
ſignifying, I wor ſbip the Gods and Goddeſſes, &c. 
And the whole Fragment has been proved by 
thoſe who were well ſkilled in that Tongue 
to be no other than Hebrew. From whence 
it is evident that Hebrew was originally the 
Language of the Canaanites, conſequently that 
Abraham and his Poſterity learned it there: 
For they ſpoke another Language whilit they 
lived in Ur of the Chaldees, as is evident from 
what has been obſerved before from the diffe- 
rent Languages of Laban and Facob. 

+ However there ſtill remains one Objection 
to be cleared, and that is, I/ Hebrew was 
not the original Language of the World, and 


preſerved 
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preſerved in the Family of Heber, whence did 
it derive its Name? Surely the Language of 
Heber, and not the Language of the Canaanites, 
ſhould be called the Hebrew Tongue. But to 
this it may be anſwered, that it was not called 
the Hebrew Tongue for ſome Ages after the 
Children of 1/rae! were in full Poſſeſſion of the 
Land of Canaan; and] do not remember that 
it is called ſo once in the whole Old Teſtament, 
though it be there (as has been obſerved) ex- 
preſllycalled the Language of Canaan n. There- 
fore being not called the Hebrew Tongue till 
ſo many Ages after it became the Language of 
the Poſterity of Abraham, who were called 
Hebrews from him, it might very well derive 
that Name from thence, though it was origt- 
nally the Language of the Canaanites. Nay, 
that Language which is called the Hebrew in 
the New Teſtament was not the Language we 
are now treating of, but the Language which 
the Jews ſpake at that Time, a mix'd Lan- 
guage compounded of this and ſeveral others: 
So that I know not whether the Language in 
which the Old Teſtament was written was e- 
ver called the Hebrew Tongue, till ſince the 
NewTeſtament was alſo written, that is, many 
Ages after it had ceaſed to be a living Lan- 
SUAage. 

It may perhaps be farther urged, that ad- 
mitting this to be ſo, yet how came the Children 
of 1/raeto be call d Hebrews, from Heber, rather 
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(9 
than any other of that Patriarch's Deſcendants, 
unleſs it was that they preſerved the Religion 
and Language of their Anceſtor more pure 
and uncorrupt than the others did? But I 
anſwer, that I have already ſufficiently pro- 
ved that the IVauelites received neither their 
Religion nor Language from ſo remote an An- 
ceſtor as Heber; that Terah the Father of A. 
braham was an Idolater, and it is certain that 
the Covenant God made with 1/rac!, whereby 
he choſe them to be his People, can be car- 
ried no higher than to Abraham, and from him, 
not Heber, they alſo derived the name of He- 
brews. For Habar, from whence Heber and 
Hebrew are derived, ſignifies to paſs over or to 
come from another Place, or go to another Place, 
and the Subſtantive deriv'd from it ſignifies 7ho/e 
which live beyond ſome great River or ſome Sea 
which muſt be paſs d over before they can come 
t9 us, as we would fay here a Man from beyond 
Sea, that is a Stranger or Sojourner come to 
ſojourn among us from beyond Sea. And in 
this Senſe it was that Abraham o was called the 
Hebrew, which the Septuagint has therefore 
rendred rd 742471 the Stranger or Sojourner. 
And as he and his Seed were Strangers in a 
Land not their own by the Space of four hun- 
dred Years, the Name of Hebrews or Stran- 


gers was athxed and became appropriated to 


them: And they continued it after they were 


tully fixed and ſettled in the Land of Canaan, 


o Gen. xiv. . 
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that they might always remember that 


they were originally Strangers both there and- 


in the Land of b Egypt: God himſelf ha- 
ing given it as a Reaſon why he required 
them to be Rind to Strangers, becauſe they 
had been long Strangers themſelves. And 
what ſo proper to put them in Mind of 
their having been Strangers for ſo long Time, 
as their continuing to themſelves the Name 
of Hebrews or Strangers %? Hence then it 
was that Abraham and his Poſterity by 1/aac 
and Jacob were called Hebrews, and not from 
Heber. For no Reaſon can be given why A 
braham ſhould have the Name Hebrew from 
Heber, who was, though an Anceſtor, yet a 
very remote one from him, and that none of 
Heber's nearer Deſcendants ſhouldever be cal- 
led ſo. But we have ſeen that there is very 
good Reaſon why he and his Poſterity ſhould 
be called Hebrews, as they were Strangers that 
came into Canaan from beyond the Eupbhrates. 


Thoſe who object that Sem is called the 
Father of all the Children of Heber”, as if the 


Word Heber were in this Place the Name of 
that Patriarch, beg the Thing in Queſtion. 
For the Word Heber in this Place ſignifies 


from beyond, and the Senſe is the Children or 


Inhabitants beyond, or beyond the Euphrates. 
For Meo/es might well think it proper to ac- 
quaint us that the Nations beyond the Eu- 
phrates were the Poſterity of Sem, but he 
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could have no Inducement to tell us that he 
was the Father, or Anceſtor of the Children 
of his great ad n To that which ſome 
others object, that if the Name Hebrew de- 
rive its Origin as is here maintained, it had 
been no more proper to the Poſterity of Abra- 
ham, Ifaac and Jacob, than to thoſe of Lot, 


Iſhmael and Efau; ; for Iſhmael and Eſau 


were the Son and Grand-Jon of Abraham, 
and Lot was a Stranger in Canaan, as well 
as he, and came from the ſame Place with him: 

It may be anſwered, that thoſe will lye un- 
der the fame Difficulty from this Objecti- 
on, who derive the Name Hebrew from the 
Patriarch Heber; for Lot, Iſhmael and Eſau 
were his Deſcendants, as well as the Ifcaelites. 
However, we need not fence againſt this Ar- 
gument by retorting it. For there is very 


good Reaſon why this Name ſhould be fix- 


ed to the I/raehites and not to the other, be- 
cauſe the Children of 1/-ae! continued to be 
Strangers and Sojourners four hundred Years 
together; and alſo continued diſtinct in their 


Religion and Cuſtoms from all other Nations; 


whereas the Poſterity of Lot, Iſbmael and 
Eſau were in a little Time ſettled in the 
Countries of Moab, Ammon, Arabia and E- 
dom, and abandoned the Religion of their 
Fathers, and embraced that of other Nations, 


that is Pagamſm or Polytheiſm. But the 


Children of 1/rael _—_ Fork alone ſ, that 
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is, in ſuch a Manner as to be ever diſtinguiſh- 
ed from other People, and were not reckoned 
among the Nations, And thus it was that the 
Name which was firſt common and appella- 
tive, did by Cuſtom become proper to the 
Children of 1/rael, 

Theſe Reaſons I think are ſufficient to 
prove that there is no ſolid Foundation for 
that Opinion, which maintains that the He- 
brew is the primitive Language which Adam. 
himſelf ſpake, which was tranſmitted by him 
to all the Antediluvian Patriarchs,. then was 
preſerved by Noah and his Sons, tranſmitted 
by Sem, Arphaxad and Salah to Heber, and 
preſerved in his Family after the Confuſion 
at Babel, But as there is no Ground to think 
that Heber's Family was exempted from the 
Puniſhment inflicted on the Builders of Ba- 
bel, and it 1s certain that neither the true 
Religion, nor the Language which we call 
the Hebrew was preſerved in his Family un- 
to Abraham's Time; (tor his Poſterity, and par- 
ticularly Terab, the Father of Abraham ſer- 
ved other Gods, and ſpake the Chaldee Lan- 
guage) alſo that what we call the Hebrews- 
Tongue was the Language of Canaan; and 
there is no Reaſon to think that Canaan 
ſhould be ſo particularly favoured as to have 
the primitive Tongue continued to his Po- 
ſterity, when it was confounded in all other 
Families or Nations: We may very fafely 
conclude, that Hebrew was not the original 
es Ng 3 | Tongue 
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Tongue ſpoken by Noah and the Antedilu- 


van Patriarchs. It is Honour enough for it, 
that after it became the vulgar Language 
of Abraham and his Poſterity, God vouchſa- 
fed to reveal his Laws in that Tongue, and 
that the moſt ancient and many of the moſt 
ſacred Books are penned in it, even all the 
Books of the Old Teſtament. 

And if the Hebrew Language be not the 
primitive Tongue ſpoken by Adam and the 
Antediluvian Patriarchs, there is no other 
can lay any juſt Claim to it: Nor do I think 
it worth my While to confute what ſome 
have faid in Favour of the High Dutch, and 
others of the Celtich, but ſhall conclude that 
it was entirely loſt at Babel, or at leaſt that 
no one can tell where it was preſerved, which 
is much to the ſame Effect. 


